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1. Connecticut"s rate (68.!)) was inadvertently copleu as tlle :Massa

chusetts rate, when Massachusetts has a lower rate (G7.6), an error 
against our own side, which, howeyer, does not affect any other figure 
in the tal.Jle or any conclusion to be drawn from it. 

2. Again, we misplaced two dead infants, mistaking a 3 for a 5 
in Illinois and an 8 fol' a 6 in Massachusetts, thus placing, iu error, 
two Massachusetts infant deaths in Illinois, but not otherwise affecting 
the table or any conclusions to be drawn from it. 

On the otller band, Senator SIIEPPARD, July 1, 1D2G (permanent 
REcono, 12518), introduced a statement and table, prepared by a 
" careful stuuC'..nt" of the bill, whose name is not disclosed, which, 
while purporting to correct the former table, introduced by Senator 
BI?\GHAM, June 15 (in which two dead infants were misplaced, as 
notcu), resurrects 10 dead infants. 

Since neither tbP. Census Bureau, the Children's Bureau, nor Senator 
SHE£'PARD's "careful student" can restore infants to life, it is self
evident that the "careful student" in giving Illinois 9 ,734 infant 
death!!, when tbe census preliminary report shows 0,743, transposed 
"43" into "34," an<l in giving Connecticut 2,180 infant deaths, when 
2,181 were reported uy the Census Bureau, makes another copyist's 
error. 

1\Ir. BLEASEl Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Dela-

ware yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 
Mr. BAYARD. I yield . 
:Mr. BLEASE. I suggest the ausence of a quorum: 
The PRESIDING OFinCER. 1.~he clerk will call the roll. 
'l'hc legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sena-

tors answered to their names : 
· B11yard Gillett McNary 

Biugbam Harris Metcalf 
Blease Hanison Neely 
Bratton Hawes Norris 
Broussanl llcflin Nye 
Bruce Jones, Wush. Oddie 
Capper Kendrick Overman 
<'araway Keyes Phipps 
Copeland La Follette l'ittman 
Curtis Lenroot Rans<:Jell 
Ferris l\lcKellar Heed, ~fo. 
FeRS ~Ic:llaster Robinson, Ind. 

Sackett 
Sheppard 
Sbipstead 
St<'ck 
Stewart 
Wadsworth 
Walsh, Ma.ss. 
Warren 
Wheeler 
Willis 

l\fr. McKELLAR. I desire to announce that my colleague, 
tlle junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. TYSON], is neces-
sarily ausent on official business. . 

J\Ir. CURTIS. I desire to announce that the Senator from 
Illinois [Mr. DENEEN], the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
GoFF], tlle Senator from California [Mr. SrroRTRIDOE], tlle 
Seuator from Utah [Mr. KING], and the Senator from Georgia 
[1\.Ir. GEORGE] are detained in attendance on a committee 
meeting. 

1.'1Je PRI,JSIDING OFFICER. Forty-six Senators llaving an-
swered to tlleir names, a quorum is not present. · 

~Ir. CUR1.'IS. I moYe that the Senate adjourn. 
Tile motion was agreed to; and the Seuate (at 4 o'clock 

p. m.) adjourned until 1\fonday, January 10, 1927, at 12 o'clock 
meridian. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
SATUIIDAY, J a;nuary 8, 1927 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Rev. William W. Shearer, rector of St. Columbia's 

Epi~opal Cllurcll, 'Vashington, D. C., offered the following 
prnyer : 

0 Almighty God, who through the revelation of Thine only 
begotten son, Jesus Christ, bas cau~ed the blessed light of 
the gospel to shine throughout the world, we beseech Thee for 
this great body of legislators upon whom responsibilities, both 
national and international, do rest. Do Thou grant to each 
Member, in his respective sphere of service, such a measure 
of the light divine that he may both perceive and know what 
things he ought to do, and may have grace and power faithfully 
to fulfill the same. Through Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

RIVERS AND HARBORS 

l\1r. DEMPSEY. l\Ir. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to take from the Spenker's tahle H. n. 11616, a bill authoriz
ing the construction, repnir, and preservntion of certain public 
"~orks on river: an<l harbors, and for other purposes, disagree 
to the Senate umeHclmeuts, au<l nsk for a conference. 

The SPEAKEU. ~rite gentleman from New York asks unani
mous consent to take from the Speaker's taule House bill 
1161G, tlle river and llarbor uill, di~ag1.·ee to the Senate amend-

mcnts and ask for a conference. Tllc Clerk will report tlle 
bill. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
Tlle SPEAKER. Is there objcetion? 
Mr. MAPES. l\[r. Speaker, reserving tlle right to object, of 

course, as tlle gentleman from New York knows, the Commit
tee on Rules this morning has ghen him a rule to do what he 
has asked unanimous consent to do. This uill autllorizes more 
improvements and appropriations probably than any other 
river and, harbor bill that bas ever uefore passed the Congre~~
It contained, ns it passed the House of Representati•c~. ac
cording to the Senate committee report, authorizations for 
river nnd harbor improvements amounting to something over 
$83,000,000. The Senate Committee on Oommerce reported 
amendments totaling something over $13,000,000 additionaL 
The Senate during the cousideration of the uill added ou the 
floor of the Senate, according to the minimum estimate which 
I have received, something over '$13,000,000 more, making a 
grand total of approximately $110,000,000. 

To be sure, tlle Senate committee put on a mongrel limita
tion to the Missouri River item, out as was brought out in the 
discussion of the amendment on the floor of the Senate and 
practically agreed to by the proponents of tlle legislation, the 
$12,000,000 authorized to ue expended on the Missouri River 
would be an idle expe.mliture unless the whole improvement is 
eYentually made, and the engineers' minimum estimate of the 
expeuse of that improvement is something like $50,000,000. 
So it can fairly be said that tlle bill, instead of making an 
authorization of $70,000,000, as some have stated, makes Hn 
authorization of lj\110,000,000. At one feB swoop the Congre::-s 
Hpoils the good effects of its entire economy progr·am. 

Further, l\Ir. Speaker, my office tried several times during 
the recess of Congress, and it llRs tried every day tllit> week, 
to get from the document room the reports of the engineers 
upon which the amendments of the Senate are based. It has 
from day to day been able occasionally to get 1 report ; yc:-;
terday it was able to get 1 report, but of the 17 reports in all 
there are still 8 unavailable, or were 1.mavailable yesterday, 
in the document room, so that the memuer~hip of the House 
has not bad nn opportunity to examine the reports of the 
engineers upon which the amendments put ou in the Senate 
are based. . 

I realize that this bill will go to conference, if not by unani
mous consent, then by the adoption of the rule, but before 
giving my consent to its going to conference uy unanimous con
sent I would like to ask the chairman of the committee if it 
would be llis di8po~ition when tlle conference report is re
turned to give the membership of tlle House liberal opportunity 
to discuss the amendments and the revort of the conferees"/ 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Will the geutlemun tell me what he would 
regard as a liberal opportunity and reasonable time'! In oilier 
words, I do not want to have a misuuderstanding when we 
come uack, and that is tlte purpose of the question. 'Yould 
two hours ue sufficient? 

Mr. l\!APES. It would be ample, so far as I am concerned. 
l\ir. DEl\lPSEY. Then I will say to the gentleman that I will 

be glad to ask for two hours' discussion of the amendments. 
Mr. BURTON. Two hours on a side. 
1\ir. 1\IAl">ES. The gentleman from Ohio [:Mr. Bl..IRTON]. wlll> 

is an authority on river and harbor legislation, suggests tllat 
there ought to be two hours on a 8ide, two hours for those in 
faT"or 'of the amendments and two llours for those opposed. 

1\ir. DEl\IPSEY. Thnt is a very long time, und it seems to me 
we ought to be able to make it a little less. Tllat would take 
substantially a day. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Of course, if those in favor of the report 
do uot care to use the two hours, that would ue up to them, 
but for those opposed two hours is not too long a time. 

1\fr. DEMPSEY. All right; I will agree to accept the ~mg
gestion tllat the discus!'ion be not to exceed two hours on a side. 

Mr. l\!APES. So far as I am individually concerned, I 
should say tllat would be ample. I would like to ask the gen
tleman from New York this further question. Of course, if 
there is substantial opposition to any legislation by tlle member
ship of tlle House it is impracticable and not feasible for all of 
the Members to express themselves in debate on the floor of 
the House and some Members of the House are concerned about 
haYing an opportunity to ha-re a yen.-and-nny vote on the con
ference report. "'\Yould the gentleman from New York be \dlling 
to agree that the conference report ue voted upon by a yea
and-nay vote? 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Of course, I would llaT"e no right to bind 
the Honse as to what its action ~honl<l be, but, ~o far as I am 
concerned, I am prepared to Htate tl1:1t when the conference · 
'\'eport comes up I woulu ue glad to see a rea-and-nay v-ote. 
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Mr. GARRETT of TcnnesRee. 1\Ir. Spe'aker, may I say to the In the judgment of some of us, this llill wipes out the whole 

gentleman that I have no objection at all. so far as I am con- savings of the session in other directions and, furthermore, 
cerned, to a roll call on the matter, but I do not regard even this bill going to conference does not go to conference as the 
an intimation of a condition of that sort as having any proper ordinary bill goes to conference. Wllen the ordinary bill goes 
place in an agreement on the matter of going to conference. to conference those opposed to Senate amendments have tllC 
Tlle que~tion of a roll call is always within the determination of right to expect that the House conferees are going to seek to 
tlle Hou~e. It is not a matter that a chairman or anyone else support the position of the House in conference, and Iu1ve the 
should be required to agree to, and I hope the gentleman will right to have some hope that the objectionable provisions put 
not vress that request. I may say to the gentleman that, so far in by the Senate may be eliminated in conference; lJut as to 
as I am concerned, I have no objection to a ~oll call, but to this bill, the Members of the House have what almost amounts 
set the prec:eclent here of making it a condition precedent tllat to knowledge that this lJill goes to only a perfunctory confer
there shull be a roll call on a conference report before per- ence. We have practically certain knowledge that the bill 
mitting it to go to conference is bad practice and the House will come out of conference in the same form that it goC's to 
ought not to be bound up in that way. The House, as a whole, conference, and that everything put in by the Senate, however 
is us ually inclined to follow gentlemen when they make agree- objectionable it may be, will be accepted by tile House cou
ments of tllis sort, and I simply insist this is not a proper ferees. 
practice. Having tilis knowledge, some of us Ilesitate to sit Ilere 

1\Ir. DEMPSEY. If the gentleman from Michigan will quietly in our seats and be recorded as, in effect, voting yes 
permit, I tried to make it pluin that I recognize the fact that through a unanimous-consent request to send the bill · to cou
it is uot a proper agreement for the House, and only so ference unless we can know that at some stage of the proceed
fur as the <:hairman is concerned does he make the state- ings there will be a roll call that will definitely record us iu. 
ment that he has no objection and will himself place no the way that we want to be recorded. This being true, I do 
obstacles in the way of a roll call. not feel it is bad practice for the gentleman from Michigan 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I understood the gentleman [Mr. MAPES] to make the reqn<:'st Ile has made but simply a 
perfectly and I tilink be made a correct statement, but in view reasonable attempt to protect those who are associated with 
of the fact that the request is Illilde in the presence of the him in the views Ile holds. 
Honse, all of us here present might ue regarded as having l\ir. DEMPSEY. Will the gentleman yield to me for a 
lJound our~elves by acquiescence and I simply suggest to the moment? 
gentleman from Michigan that that is not a good practice. .Mr. MAPES. I yield. 

:Mr. HASTINGS. And the gentleman can get a roll call 1\fr. DEMPSEY. I said in the first instance and immedin.tely, 
upon the request of one-fifth of the 1\lembers. before any of the other iliscussion was had, tilat ~o fur as tlle 

Mr. :MAPES. 1\Ir. Speaker, I realize the strength of the chairman was concerned be not only had no objection to n. 
influence of the gentleman from Tennessee, the Democratic record vote but would be willing to and would state tilat he 
leader, and ! should dislike to feel that he was going to lend desired a record vote; lJut he did make it plain that Ile was 
his influence against having a roll call upon this conference not binding the House, and that was the only way he qualified 
report. I will state to the gentleman from Tennessee it bas it, making it plain that he bad no right to bind the House. 
ne,·er seemed very consistent to me, when I was opposed t'o • 1\Ir. BLANTON. 'Vill the gentleman from Michigan yield for 
legislation, to sit quietly in my seat and allow a unanimous- a question? 
co11sent request to go through which would advanee the con- l\1r. 1\IAPES. I yield to tbe gentleman. 
sideration of such legislation. This matter has been dis- 1\fr. BLANTON. In view of the fact that this hill now con-
cussed-- tains $110,000,000 approximately and that approximately $27,-

1\fr. GARRETT of Tennessee. -n·m the gentloman permit, 000,000 was added in the Senate and that even when it went to 
hed'ore be goes furtiler? the Senate from tile House it embraced such items as a $10,-

l\Ir. MAPES. Yes. 000,000 Cape Cod reimbursement, does not the gentleman think 
l\ir. G.ARHETT of Tennessee. I did not say anything about his request upon the gentleman from New York that we have 

tt·yiug to discourage a roll cull. I hope the gentleman will at least two hours' discussion of those items, which \Yould 
not place me in any situation of that kind. I expressly stated mean approximately one minute to the million, is not unreason
! had no objection to the roll call. So far as I am concerned able? I hope the gentleman will insist on his rights in having 
I f';ball do nothing to prevent a roll call, but I do not want to a two hours' discussion lJy those against the item. 
uind myself by ncquiescence to the proposition that .I will try Mr. SNELL. Will the gentleman yield 1 
to get out and bustle up one or anything of tllat sort. It is Mr. BLANTON. I have not the floor. 
not a proper condition. The gentleman bas his parliamentary I Mr. SNELl.;. Where does the gentleman get his $110,000,000 
rights. in the bill at the present time? I understand it is only 

Mr. ~L\PES. And the gentleman from Michigan is not ask- $71,000,000. 
iug the gentleman from Tennessee to do that, but the mere Mr. BLANTON. It bnd $8.1,000,000 when it left the House, 
statement of the gentleman from Tennessee here will have a and the Senate Committee on Commerce added $13,000,000, 
greut influence upon the membership of the House in refus- and the Senate added another $13.000,000. 
ing to assist in securing n. roll cnll and there are a great many Mr. SNELL. But tl.Jey took out so much that it is now, as 
people interested in this legislation, with some of whom I have I understand. only $71,000,000. 
discussed the matter, that are anxious tilat reasonable assur- Mr. MAPES. Mr. Speaker, I understand I have the floor. 
ancP be given that they will receive a~sistance toward g(:!tting The gentleman from New York apparently did not hear my 
a roll calL . opening statement tllat tilere is n mongrel limitation to the 

Mr. GAHNER of Texas. -n'ill the gentleman yield for n Mi~souri lliver item of. $12,000,000. 'l'lle discussion on the 
question? floor of the Senate hrought out the fact, however, and it was 

.1\Ir. J)JAPES. Yes. in substance agreed to by the proponents of the legislation that 
Mr. G.AHNllJll of Texas. It only takes one-fifth of the House the expeuditure of $12,000,000 on the Missouri River would be 

to get a roll call. If the gentleman and tile otbe1·s who might an idle expenditure unless the whole improvement was adopted, 
have the same vie•vs that the gentleman bas ~hould uot be and the whole iluproYement would cost ut a minimum $50,000,
able to muster one-fifth of the Honse, could you not at least 000. . So that iu substance the bill carries an authorization 
use an Ilour or any part of the two hours that might be neces- of $110,000,000. 
sary and all of you go on record as agaim;t the bill? In tllat Upon the al:isurance of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
way you would accomplh;b the same purpose. If you have not DEMPSEY] 1 chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
one-fifth of the House, you can, at leas t, get enough time for and other proponents of this legislation with whom I have dis
eacil one of you to go on record. cuss~u tile matter that they will cooperate in an endeavor to 

.1\Ir. ~IAPES. It is quite impracticable for every man to obtain a record vote on the conference report and that we 
express himself on the floor of the Hou::;e in debate, and some shall have two hours' debate for the opponents of the legis
of them feel that they should be permitted to express tllem- lation, I silall not olJject to this unanimous consent. 
selYes on the roll call. Mr. CHALl\IERS. I r eserve the right to object. 

Mr. ORAMTON. If the gentleman will permit, in connection Mr. GAURETT of Tennessee. If the gentleman will permit 
witil what the gentleman from 'l'enne~see bas said with refer- me to make a statement-! do not want any misunderstanding 
ence to tilis being a bad practice, Ilard cases make Ilard law, about it. I want to say now that nothing that has occurred 
perhaps, and that may apply to tile procedure in the House. here do I construe as binding upon me to help in getting a 
Tile House is facing a rather nuusual situation. The bill thnt roll cull. The Constitution provides a method for getting a 
is b<?fore us is a bill of unusual importance, as has lJeeu roll call, and I do not want any charge of bad faith against 
sugges ted. me or my colleagues if we do not aid in getting that roll call. 
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_ l\Ir. MAPES. ~Ir. Speaker, reseni11g further the right to 

object, I am glad the gentleman from Tennessee has made the 
~tatement he h:ts. No one can rui::nmderstand the gentleman's 
po~ition. His statement allows me to say that the proponents 
uf thiA legislation have not discussell the legislation with me 
:-;iuee the bill passed the House of Representatives until yes
tf•rday. I do not have any desire to hold the gentleman from 
Tennef-lsee re.o;;ponsible for anything that has taken place here 
fllis morning, and I object to gentlemen going around the 
Chamber and suJing that certain Members have not kept faith 
~md have not kept agreements in regard to this legislation 
"·ben such Members have not been consulted about it, have 
authorized no one to Apeak for them, and have made no agree
ments themselves in regard to it. 

~\fr. CHA.Ll\1ERS. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object 
to this bill going to conference until the chairman of the com
mittee will assure us that the Great Lakes interests will be 
protected in the conference. Everyone kno,vs that we object to 
<'ongreRsional approval of diversion of water from Lake· 1\lichi
gan. I do not object to the Senate amendment, but I woul<l 
like to have the opinion of the chairman, '\\ho will be one of 
the conferees, as to whether the Senate amendment on the 
Illinois project will stand, or whether the House provision will 
Le put back in the . bill. If the Senate amendment will be 
allowed. to stand and be reported back, I have no objection. 

l\Ir. Dnl\IPSEY. In answer to the gentleman from Ohio, he 
1-:nows full well that the chairman of the committee was one 
of those who brought about the adoption of the safeguarding 
provision to . which he refers. We thought it wns a wise and 
proper provision. I have not changed my mind in ,regard to it, 
nor do I expect that my fellow conferees will change their mind. 

:Mr. OHALl\1EHS. I want to say thnt since I propounded 
this question I have been informed that the gentleman· has 
lilade n statement to the Committee on Rules to that effect, 
all(l I do not object. 

l\fr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I am frank to say I do not intend to object, but I want to 
follow practically the suggestion made by the gentleman from 
Tennessee, and this seems to be an orderly time to make some 
remarks about one amendment that will be under consideration 
in co11ferenee. It is a,n item only. in the humlre<ls of thousands 
which may seem trivial beside the millions wasted otherwise 
in the bill. Furthermore, because we <.lo not hope for the con
ferees to secure ,a recession by the Senate on any amendment, 
bowever trivial. But there is one item, an irrigation project 
"hich has neYer been under the jmisdiction of the Committee 
on Rivers a11d Harbors and has no proper place ift the bill. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Will the gentleman let rue make a sugges
tiou ·t It was not placed there by the Committee on Rivers an<l 
Harhors, but was placed there by the Senate Committee on 
Commerce. We are unable to control the juri. diction of the 
Senate committee. 

Mr. CRAMTON. The Senate Committee on Commerce bas no 
more juriscliction oYer reclamation than the Committee on 
lUvers and Harbors has. 

If the ge11tlemau will permit, let me ask that for three 
minutes he hold his cars open, if not his judgment, on this 
question; For some time there has been an expenditure of 
ubout $100,000 a year at the expense of the reclamation fun<l 
on the Yuma project for certain work on the Colorado River, 
which has nothing to do with navigation. In the last river and 
barbor bill, knowing that such legislation could not be secured 
otherwise, a provision was inserted authorizing $35,000 a year 
to be taken out of the l!'ederal Treasury for that purpose. 

Mr. DEl\lPSEY. .And $700,000 ~s a lump-sum pnymenl 
Mr. CRA.l\I'l'ON. That $35,000 was expected to be paid out 

of the l!'ederal Treasury. Thirty..::five thousand dollars also was 
to come from the State of California, and $35,000 from the 
State of A~izona. They haYe found since, however, that the 
States . of Arizona and California protect their funds better 
than ~e protect ours, an<.I they will not contribute. 

~Ir. DEMPSEY. On the ground that it rises--
l\Ir. CRAMTON. 011, I wish the gentleman would please 

permit me to continue. He bas the last word anyway. 
. l\Ir. DEMPSEY. All right. 

Mr. CR..il\1TON. And as they have refused to make the pay
ment, now this river and harbor bill carries an item of $100,000 
perpetually from the Federal Treasury for tllese payments. 
'Vhether that hundred thousand dollars is additional to the 
$35,000 in the former bill is not clem·. Apparently it is. I do 
not believe it was so intended, but it is open to the construction 
tllat it will be $135,000 to be paid out of the Federal Treasury. 
I would not attempt the forlorn task of trying to influence the 
confeil:ees of the House except for the fact that if this is au- · 
thorized it '\\ill come before the Subcommittee of tl1e Committee 

on .Appropriations having charge of the Interior Department 
appropriation bill, of whieh subcommittee I happen to be a 
member, and I am indulging the hope that the gentleman would 
save me the pain hereafter of annually approving that hunuret.l 
thousand dollars to be paid out of the Federal Treasury, and 
that the conferees will disngree to the Senate amendment. In 
any even, I hope the confe1,:ees will cousiuer that very earefully, 
and whatever of justice there may be for that expenditure, I 
l1opc the House conferees will see that tlte persons intere.-:ted 
take the propet· legislative practice nnd go to the proper 
legislative committee and· get their authority in the proper way. 

The SPBAKER. Is there objection to the request of tlte 
gentleman from New York? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. • 

The SPEAKER appointed the following conferees : Mr. 
DEM.l'SEY, l\lr. l!'REEM.AN, and 1\lr. MANSFIELD. 

CLERK TO THE OFFJCLU REPORTERS OF DEBATF.S 

l\lr. MAcGREGOR. l\Ir. Speaker, I send. to the Clerk's de~k 
House Hesolution 339, from the Committee on A-ccolmts, aud ask 
uuanirnou..:.; eonsent for its present consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from. New York presents a 
resolution from the Committee on Acc"()unts and ask N unani
mous consent for its consi<.leration. 'l'he Clerk will report the 
r0. olution: 

The {)Jerk read ns follows : 
House Resolution 339 

Rcsolt,cd, That until otherwise authorized by lnw there l"llall be 
paiu out of the contingent fund of the House of Representntins the 
sum of $2,750 per annum, payable monthly, as compensation to a 
clerk to the official reporters of debates to be appointed by the 
Speaker of the House of Representati>es, anu that the position of 
assistant reporter of debates shall not continue after the termina
tion of service of the present incumbent. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present <'onsider
ation of the resolution? [After a pause.] The Ohair hears 
none. 

1\lr. l\lAcGREGOR. :Mr. Speaker, unless some one desires an 
explanation, I ask for a vote. 

Ur. SNELL. l\lr. Speaker, will the gentleman state what 
the position is'? 

Mr. MAcGREGOR. 1\Ir. Speaker; 1\Ir. , Cameron, the as
sistant reporter of debates, who has been in the service of the 
House for, I find, at least the last 40 years, and probably a 
great deal longer, has beconic physically incapacitated. '.rhere 
is no one to take his position, and therefore we are attempting 
at the present time to create the position of a clerk to tlte 
official reporters of debates, who will do the work of Mr. 
Cameron, and that l\Ir. Cameron shall be retained <luring the 
period of his life. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing· to the resolu
tion. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

BRIDGE .ACROSS THE MONO- -GAllELA RIVER 

l\Ir. DENISON. l\lr. Rpeaker, I ask unanimous con ·cnt to 
take from the Speaker's table the bill S. 48G2, grantiu~ the 
consent of Congress to the commissioners of Fayette and Wash
ington Counties, Pa., to reconstruct the bridge across the Mo
nongahela River at Belle Vernon, Fayette County, Pa., and 
ask for its immediate consideration, a similar House bill, 
H. R. 15282, being on the Calendar of the House. 

'l'be SPEAKER The gentleman from illinois asks unani
mous consent to take from the Speaker's table the bill S. 
48G2, and for its present consideration. The Clerk will report 
the bill 

The Clerk rend the bill, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted 

to the commissioners of the counties of I•'ayette and Washington, in 
the State of rennRylvania, and their successors and nss1gns, to recon
struct 1he exis1ing bridge and approaches thereto across the Mononga
hela River, at Bel1e Vernon, in the county of Fayette, in the State 
of · Pennsylvania, with such changes in clearances a~ may be approved 
by the Cllief of Engineers and the Secretary of Wa.t, and to maintain 
and operate the same, all in accordance with the provisions of the act 
entitled "An act to re~l.llate the construction of bridges over navigable 
waters," approycd :!'.!arch 23, 1900. 

SEc. 2. 'l"bat the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly resen-ed. 

The SrEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the 
Senate bill. 

The bill was ordored to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 
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A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 

was laid on the table. 
A similar House bill (H. R. 15282) was laid on the table. 

SENATE BILL REFERRED 

Under dause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following 
title was taken from the Speaker's table and referred to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign· commerce: 

s. 3880. A bill to authorize the Railroad Commission of Texas 
and the Corporation Commi!';sion of Oklahoma to regulate tolls 
charged for transit over certain bridges across the Red River, 
in which the concurrence of the House is requested. 

MESSAGE "E'ROM THE SEX ATE 

A message from the Senate,•by 1\lr. Craven, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment the 
bill (H. R. 13452) granting the consent of Congress to the 
Pittsburgh, Cinc-innati, Chicago & St. Louis Railroad Co. to 
construct, maintain, and operate a railroad bridge across the 
'Vabash ·River. 

rrhe message also announced that the Senate bad passed the 
bill ( S. 3880) to authorize the Railroad Commission of Texas 
and the Corporation Commission of Oklahoma to regulate tolls 
charged fur transit over certain bridges across tlle Red River, 
in which the concurrence of the House is requested. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Craven, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate insists upon its amendments to the 
bill (H. R. 11616) entitled ".A.n act authorizing the construction, 
repair, and preservation of cert~in public works on rivers and 
harbors, and for other purposes," disagreed to by the House of 
Repn•sentatives, and agrees to the cottferepce asked by_ the 
House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, ·and 
had appointed as conferees on the part of the Senate 1\lr. 
JONES of W-ashington, :Mr. 1\IoNARY, and Mr. FLETCHER. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 

. A message in .writing from the President was communicated 
to the .llouse by 1\lr. Latta, one of. his secretaries. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA BUSINESS 

Mr.: ZlHLM.AN. Mr. S~aker, I 'move that the House resolve 
itHelf into tlle Committee of the Whole House on tile state of 
the Union for the consideration of District of Columbia business 
on the Union Calendar under the agreement of yesterday. 
Pending that motion I ask unanimous consent that general 
debate be limited to 30 minutes on any one of the bills called 
up, one half of the time to be controlled by the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. BLANTO~] and the other half by my~elf. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland moves that 
the House resolve itself into the Committee of the 'Vhole House 
on the state of the Union for the con~deration of bills reported 
from the District Committee on the Union Calendar. Pcn<ling 
that be asks UJ:?.animous consent that general debate upon each 
hill be limited to 30 minutes, one-half to be controlled by him
self and one-half by tile gentleman from Texas [1\lr. BLANTOX]. 
If.: there objection? 

1\Ir. BLANTON. 1\Ir. Speaker, if the gentleman will modify 
that and proyide in his unanimous-consent request for 30 min
utes general debate on each bill, except as to one bi1l, I thinl.: 
it will be agreeable to my colleagues on this side. One of my 
colleagues wants Home :;;pecial time. 

Mr. KING. On what bill? 
Mr. BLANTON. That will be the first bill. It is the bill 

~ith respect to providing a nurses' home. 
Mr. TILSON. How much time would satisfy the gentleman 

on that particular bill? 
l\Ir. BLANTON. ~Ir. Speaker, with regard to the first bill, 

let there be 40 minutes on a side. 
1\fr. LAGUARDIA. Reserving tlw right to object, Mr. 

Speaker, the ~arne argument may he presenteu against other 
bills. I am parti<:ularly interested in defeating the so-called 
usury bill. 

Mr. ZIHLMAN. That is not in the list. 
1\fr. Speaker, I modify my request to limit the time of "en

ern! debate on tllC bills called up to 30 minutes--that is b on 
the other bills-and 40 minutes on the bill referred to by' tlte 
gentleman from Texas. 

The ~PEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unani
mous consent that the general debate be limited to 20 minutes 
on the bills, with the exc-eption of House bill 10351:), on which 
40 minutes are to be allowed. Is there objection? 

)!r. BL.A~TON. 'l'he matter is not stated as the gentleman 
requested. He requested tllat as to all bills except the first 
one tbe general debate should be limited to 30 minutes, but the 
Chair put it at 20 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. That i:-:; what the Chair understood the 
gentleman requested. 

· 1\fr. BLANTON. I insist that the gentleman's first proposition 
be put, that the debate be limited to 20 minutes to all the bills 
except the first bill, H. R. 10355, where the limit shall be 40 
minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the modified request of 
the gentleman from Maryland? 

There was no objection. 
1\Ir. CHINDBLOM. Should it not be understood that all 

bills should be laid aside and then reported? 
1\fr. SNELL. Tllat is the practice of the House. 
Mr. CHINDBLOl\1. That is the practice on days regularly 

set aside under the rule. 
l\1r. ZIHLMAN. I ask unanimous consent that the bills 

considered may be laid aside and later reported to the IIouse 
en. bloc. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland a:-;ks unani
mous consent that the bills considert'd in the committee be 
laid aside and later re'porte<l back to the House. Is there · 
objection? 

There was no objection. 
Th~ SPEAKER. The gentleman from .l\faryland moves that 

the Hou~e · resolve itself into Committee of the· Whole Houf.:e 
on the state of the Union for the consideration of bills reporterl 
by the Committee on the District of Columbia. 'l'he question 
is on agreeing to that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. Tbe gentleman from Iowa [1.\.Ir. DowELL] 

will please take the chair. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 

Whole House on the state of the Uniou for the consideration of 
bilL<; reported· by the Committee on the District of Columbia 
with Mr. DowELL in the chair. ' 

The CHAIRMAN. The Hou~e is in, Committe<.' of the Whole 
House on tbe state of the Union for the consideration of Dis
trict of Columbia legislation. The gentleman from Maryland 
[1\Ir. ZIHLMAN] is recognized . 

NURSES' IIOME FOR COLUMBIA HOSPITAL 
1\Ir. ZIHL:MA.N. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (H. R. 

10355) authorizing the construction of a nurses' ·home for the 
Columbia Hospital for Women anu Lying-in Asylum. 

The CHAIHMAN. The gentleman from Maryland calls Ul) 
the bill II. R. 103"55, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
r H. R. 1035u J 

A bill to autl.Jorlze the construction of a nurses' home for tl.Je Columuia 
Hospital for WoiQen and Lying-iu Asylum 

Be it enacted., etc., That a modern, fireproof nurses' home is het·eby 
authorized for the Columbla Hospital for Women and Lying-in Asylum 
to r place the existing cottages and to co~t not exceet.ling $300,000, 
including heating and ventilating apparatus, equipment, accessories, 
roadways, and approaches and other facilities leading thereto. All 
of such work shall be pC'rformed under the supervision and direction 
of the Architect of the Capitol and in accordance with plans and speci
fications prepared by hlm and approved by the board of directors or 
the hospital. The plans and speci~cations may provide for such future 
extensions and modifications as may' be deemed advisable. 

SBC. 2. The Architect of the Capitol, for the purposes and subject 
to the limit of cost fixed by section 1 hereof, is authorized to enter 
into contracts, to purchase material, supplies, equipment, and accesso
ries iu the open market, to employ the necessary personnel, including 
professional sct·viccs, without reference to section 3G of the act ap
proved June 25, 1910, aud to incur snell other expenditures, including 
advertising and travel, as may be necessary anu incidental to the 
purposes of this act. · 

St•:c. 3. All expenditures incurred under this act shall be charged 
against the revenues of the District of Columbia and the Treasury of 
the United States in the manner prescribed in the appropriation act in 
which the appropriations therefor are contnineu. 

The CHA.IRl\iAN. The gentleman from :Maryland is recog
nized for 20 minutes. 

1\Ir. ZIHLl\IAN. I will ask the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
BLANTON] to consume some of his time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas is recognized 
for 20 minutes. 

l\lr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, . I yield to the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Hum>LEATON] 10 minutes, and by agree
ment with the gentleman from 1\fnryland I understand he 
will yield a similar time. Then the gentleman from Alabama 
will be recognized for 20 minutes. 

The CHAIRl\IAN. The gentleman from Alabama is recog
nized for 20 minutes. 

1\fr. HUDDLESTON. Mr. Speaker, are we going to have 
war with l\Iexico? That is just now the mof.!t important 
question before the American people. 
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If Congress does not want war, then it is time that Congress 

had something to say on the subject. I have waited for mem
bers of the committees of the House and of the Senate who 
have charge of our international relations to bring this subject 
up and to present the views of the American people upon it. 
They have not done so, and I am unwilling to wait longer, 
because I feel that we are drifting rapidly into a situation 
when war will be inevitable. 

I occupy in this House no position of great responsibility 
or influence in a party sense. However, I have a duty which 
I owe to over 400,000 people of the ninth district of Alabama. 
Also I have a responsibility to those multitudes of a certain 
school and habit of thought and of economic interest who are 
scattered throughout the country. I am not going to sit silent 
in this chamber and let my country be jockeyed by diplomatic 
maneuvers into a situation from which we can not recede with
out an appeal to war or a sacrifice of natiomil honor and dig
nity. And I meet my responsibility to my constituents and to 
those of my school of thought throughout the country, and 
prot~t against the provocative course which the administration 
is ·following so assiduously. [Applause.] 

I . believe that 99 per cent of .the people of the United States 
·are opposed· to war with Mexico. [Applause.] I believe that 
if .. it were left to .a vote of the people at least 99 per cent, if 
they were permitted to express their will freely, would de
clare their opposition to it. And now I wonder whether that 
OD per cent are to be hippodromed into an international war 
at the behest of the interests which I believe are behind the 
policy of the administration. . 

It is a fact that we have certain elements in this cpuntry . 
wl10 want war with Mexico. Some of those elements have 
wanted war for years, and the chances are we would have had 
it long ago had it not been for other international compli
cations. They· have sought to drive us into a war with Mexico 
for more than the last 12 years. Their purpose is deliberate. 
The · people of the country have recognizeti it. They are the 
great American business interests that want the United States 
to go to war with Mexico for the protection of their mines and 
oil wells and for the profits they hope to be able to derive from 
the uew " conquest of Mexico." . They look only to profits from 
oil and mines and from their . vast land holdings. They C(lre 
nothing for our duty toward a weak siSter nation; nothing for 
the principles of international honor and rectitude. They think 
only of cent per cent and the "clink clink" of gold on gold in 
the strong boxes of the great counting houses. [Applause.] 

Recently the ranks of those who would vie·w without regret 
difficulties with Mexico have been augmented by certain ecclesi
astical influences which desire that we should punish Mexico 
for her alleged abuse of religious rights. It is not my purpose 
to discuss the merits of that issue. I am not greatly intei·ested 
in its merits. But I C:o say that in determining whether we 
will be an aggressor against l\Iexico we should consider the 
situation as we would if Mexico were a power stronger and 
greater than we are and not weak and helpless to resist our 
aggressions. [Applause.] 'Ve should not attempt to coerce 
Mexico merely because she is weak and poor and unorganized 
and helpless before us, ~ut rather, like brave men, men who 
love their honor and who want to see the e5cutcheon of their 
Nation kept clean, we should be more jealous of the rights and 
sensibiliti~s of a weak nation than if she were strong and 
dangerous as are some of the Old World powers. [Ap
plause.] We should extend the hand of help to Mexice. 
We should lift her up. We should contribute to her peace and 
order. We should usc our moral infiuence to put 1\fexico as a 
nation and the Mexican Government as a government upon a 
basis of solidarity. 'Ve should not whittle away her rights 
nor, using the manner of a bully, stand over her with a big 
stick trying to dictate to her upon matters of purely internal 
policy. We should not undertake to extort for American in
vestors the profits which they expect to derive from their 
speculations. 

Mr. 1\fOORE of Virginia. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HUDDLESTON. Yes. 
Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Does not the gentleman think that 

our policy with reference to Nicaragua, the Philippine Islands, 
and, perhaps, other places is also controlled by a subservience 
to great and sel:filill business interests as well as in Mexico? 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Oh, yes; and to be perfectly frank I 
might say to the gentleman that much of our internal policy 
is controlled by the same considerations. 

My conviction is-and it is not a mere suspicion, but is based 
upon careful study of the developments which have taken 
place-that the administration is driving deliberately and con
sciously toward a war with 1\fexico. The events which have 
transpired have not been purely accidental and casual. The 
quarreling with Mexico over her land laws is aggressive and 

provocative. The sending of the i:narin~ into Nicaragua is for 
a deliberate purpose. The giving out to the world of the con
temptible statement that Mexico is a Bolshevistic Government 
and that she is seeking to control Central America for commu
nistic purposes was not accidental. That was deliberate. God 
knows it was mean and contemptible enough, and it would 
seem strange that any responsible official could have been guilty 
of such a crime by deliberation ; yet, in view of the fact'3 
developed, it is impossible to escape the conclusion that it was 
a deliberate libel against Mexico and was committed in pm·- . 
suance of a deliberate purpose. 

What I am saying becomes peculiarly timely because of an 
official statement printed in the United States Daily of this 
date. I invite Representatives to read what the President 
said in that statenient. ~he Presiden.t has not spoken to 
Congress. He has not giyen us .the benefit of his information. 
Congress has had no explanation made to it of the details of the 
negotiations. But apparently feeling it necessary to vindicate 
himself and his Nicaraguan activities before the world he 
issues a statement through the press, an official statement. It 
is unusual for the President to be so frank. Ordinarily he 
speaks me1·ely through an " official spokesman " and not in 
pers~m, but in this case it is the President himself who makes ' 
this statement to th~ press . . It is quoted with his authority. 

I will not take the time to read all the statement-it is 
very long-but I wa.rit to read a particular paragraph which, as 
I read it, :filled me with apprehension. When I first read it this 
morning I went tQ a member of the Committee on, Foreign 
Affairs and I said to him, " What are you going to do? Are 
you going to allow the President to put us into a war with . 
Mexico? " And I asked him to bring the matter up on the floor 
of the House. He has not done so, and now I am going to do 
it. I know that Congress ought to be giving this matter some 
attention. · · 

Here is what the President said : 
The policy of the United States in protecting American lives and 

property in Nicaragua was reiterated at the White House, and it was 
further stated that American policy had not changed from that 
enunciated on August 13, 1878, when Secretary of State Evarts wrote 
to Uinister Foster at Mexico City that American property niust be 
protected and that the United States was "not so solicitous, nor ever 
has been about the methods or ways in which the protection shall be· 
accomplished, whether by formal treaty stipulation or by 'formal con-; 
ventlon, whether by action of judicial tfibunal or that of military_ 
power.'• 

:Mark you, he e~ressly approves the use of force--he is not 
averse to the exercise of "military power." 

And following thn.t paragraph, the President said : 
Rear Admiral Julian L. Latimer has full authority to take such · 

action- ' as he deems necessary to accomplish this protection. 

The Presidei:It has committed the carrying out of that policy 
to an officer of the Navy. The American Government in Nica- · 
ragua to-day is Admiral Latimer; the Congress of the United 
States in Nicaragua to-day is Admiral Latimer; you and I and 
the-millions of plain citizens throughout this country in Nica
ragua to-day are Admiral Latimer. To .this naval officer has 
beeu committed. the decision of these great questions of our 
nationRl welfare. 

1\fr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 
1t1r. HUDDLESTON. Yes. 
Mr. llLAl'-rTON. Is it not a fact that in addition to the 

special interest in war that the special interests have that 
naval officers as well as high Army officers and low Army 
officers have a special interest in war, in that a rear admiral 
like Lat~mer can quickly become an admiral when war is on ; 
is not that the fact? 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Honors, distinctions, emoluments, glory 
are won by Army and Navy officers only in military operations. 
There is no other channel by which they may be achieved. We 
have placed in charge of the :;tctivities of our country in a for
eign land for the decisil)n of these momentous questions a man 
who has everything to gain for himself and for his class and for 
his associations by military actions and nothing to gain by 
actions which lead to peace. He has been trained to rely on 
force; he believes in it with all his soul. From youth he has 
been inculcated with the "will for war •i and now can we expect 
him to work for peace? 

Mr. BLA1\TTON. May I interrupt further? 
'Mr. HUDDLESTON. Certainly. 
Mr. BLANTON. I feel like cautioning our di::;tinguisbcd 

colleague from Alabama with reference to his brnve rclilllrks 
because of this fact: He has probably noticed in the last week 
that Mr. William Randolph Hearst, in all his papers through
out the land, in f.ront..:page editorials in big, black-face type,-
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signed William · Randolph Hearst, editorially spanked the Presi
dent of the United States because Hearst said he was vacillat
ing, had no policy, and then in the last day or two Mr. Hearst 
eulogizes him because he says the President has since gotten 
a policy and is sending battleships and the marines down to 
where they are needed. The gentleman might be editorially 
spanked in all of these papers, some of which at least may go 
into Alabama. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. l\Iay I say to the gentleman from 
Texas that I have been spanked in print so often that I am 
utterly calloused; it is impossible for 1\fr. Hearst to give 
me any pain. The esteemed Washington Post, that glorious 
organ of liberty and enlightened opinion, has also been spank
ing the President. It was his friend, his spokesman, his cham
pion, and his admirer. It spanked him as a friend and it 
spanked him gently, yet firmly. It said that it was time now 
for the President to show some recognition of American tra
ditions, and this and that-but now they have joined 1\lr. 
Hearst in the preau of praise that the President has at last 
found himself. 

Oh there can not be any doubt that the President is yielding 
to th~ interests that want war with Mexico. [Applause.] And 
if we as Representatives do not want war we must speak .up 
like men. If we are not willing in times like tllese to speak 
for our constituents and the boys at home who will fight the 
war, then it seems to me we had better get a way and let some
body come here who will speak for them. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. :May I say one thing further to 
the gentleman? 

:Mr. HUDDLESTON. Yes. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Alabama 

has expired. 
1\lr. BLANTON. 1\Ir. Chairman, I yield the gentleman five 

minutes more. 
Mr. l\lOORE of Virginia. If the gentleman should think it 

proper to submit a resolution or resolutions indicating what 
he believes ought to be au announcement of a wise policy, I can 
promise, so far as one member of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs can promh;e, that the proposal coming before that 
committee will receive prompt consideration. [Applause. ] 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Tlle regard which I have for the opinion 
of the gentleman from Virginia [l\Ir. l\Ioo&E] is so great that a 
proper modesty requires that I should ask him, as a member 
of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, to prepare the resolution. 
He belongs on the committee and I do not. I feel it is in
cumbent on tile committee to formulate such resolutions and to 
introduce them. 

War is what we are driving for. I want to voice my oppo
sition to it-to voice the opposition of all those of our country
men who are opposed to war. 

Admiral Latimer, in the exercise of the limitless authority 
which has been conferred upon him by the Pre!:ddent has taken 
possession of a part of the territory of a foreign country. He 
has excluded therefrom Sacasa, the only man who really rep
resents the people of that country-Sacasa, the only lawful 
President of Nicaragua. He has excluded and disarmed the 
forces that represent the only constitutional authority in 
Nicaragua. 

I quote Senator lloRAH, who knows more about this sub
ject than anybody that I know of. And the fine thing about 
it is that BoRAH can be depended on. He says: 

I am opposed to our taking pnrt in the controversies in Nicaragua 
or the Central American countries. But if we arc going to take part, 
then we ought to take pnrt on the side of the constitutional authori
ties. If there is anybody in Nicaragua who is constitutionally en
titled to be !'resident of Nicarag-ua it is Sacnsa. In Octol>er, 1924, 
a perfectly legal election was held. The Solorzano and Sacasa ticket 
received about 48,000 votes and the Chamorro ticket about 28,000. 
According to press dispatches and statements at tlle time, it was one 
of the most orderly elections ever held in Nicaragua and was entirely 
satisfactot·y to our Government. 

Shortly thereafte1· Diaz and General Cl.lamorro began a revolution at 
a time when the situation in Nicaragua "\\1as satisfactory, generally 

· speaking. They forced Solorzano to retire as President; thereupon, 
of course, Sacu.sa, as Vice President, would become President. But 
they drove llim out or the country under a threat of death, and then 
Chamorro had himself elected President by the Congress. But our 
Government refused to recognize Cbamono. Cbamorro then stepped 
aside and under pressure compelled the Congress to elect Diaz as 
designado. In the meantime, Sacasa had retuTned and llad been de
clared President and undertook to assume the powers. 

Now the result or it is that we have recognized those who started 
the revolution against tbe legally and constitutionally elected President 
anu Vice President. Diaz has not any more right under the constitu
tion to be President than any other person in Nicaragua whom we 

·might choose. Diaz is President in violation of every provision of tlle 
constitution and in violation of the five-power treaty in Central 
Amer·ica, and is beld there by sheer force of foreign arms. 

Admiral Latimer, \Yith n naval officer's luck of regard for Amer
ican traditions of free speech, bas set up a censorship. What 
will he do hereafter? lie has all the authority of a dictator
the President has clothed it upon him. To-morrow he may 
decide to di>:arm the entire Liberal for<:es. To-morrow he may 
seek to firmly establish in power this Diaz, the tool of the 
New York financial interests. To-morrow he may stop a Mexi
can ship with supplies for the Liberals, the lawful troops of 
Nicaragua. He may sink it. What right have we to declare 
that trade shall not be carried on between l\lexico and Nica
ragua or that l\Iexicnu vessels shall not carry into Nicaragua 
such arms or war material or anything else that their Govern
ment J)(:'rmits them to carTy? 

To-morrow Admiral Latimer may commit an act of war 
against Mexico--then what? I fear "lery much that he will 
provoke a situation that will not only put us into war with 
Mexico. but will be so outrageous in its implications that 
Mexico·s sister nations, the Latin-American Republics through
out Central and South America, will feel that they can not . 
longer submit to a bully swaggering up and down the 'Vestern 
IIemisphere. It may easily transpire that before this thing is 
finished we will be confronted by all these nations resolved no 
longer to suiJmit to an assumption of American overlordship. 
We may be standing upon the edge of a volcano which may 
erupt with consequences of a tremendous nature. 

I am opposed to war with Mexico. I say so now while it is 
yet time. I do not want to be jockeyed into a position where, 
as a l\IemlJer of Congress, I may be compelled to vote for war 
and for the supplies to wage it in order to save my Nation's 
honor. The only time to protest is now. 

If we do have a war I want to make some nominations to the 
forces that shall carry it on. 

I nominate as right guide for the front line Calvin Coolidge. 
[Applause.] And as file closer Mr. Kellogg. I nominate for 
the front line Hearst, and McLean of the Post, and thoso 
for whom they speak. [Applause.] I am not willing that a 
single American boy shall be conscripted and sent into Mexico 
to lose his life in order that the oil companies may pay divi~ 
dends. [Applause.] I would send the oil speculators to fight 
for their own property. 

1\lr. BLACK of Texas. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. HUDDLESTON. Yes. 
Mr. BLACK of Texas. The gentleman realizes that it is the 

pacifists like Sergeant York that do the fighting in war times, 
and that editorial writers and jingo orators never do any 
fighting. 

1\Ir. HUDDLES'l'ON. If you should make it the rule that 
wars must be fought by the politicians and newspapers such 
as those who at present are jeopardizing the pence of our 
country, in their own person and without substitutes, and not 
vicarious1y-if we required them to do the fighting we would 
proiJaiJly never · ha~e another war. 

Mr. IUN:G. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. HUDDLESTON. Yes. . 
1\fr. KING. Incidentally the gentleman may recall that 

Woodrow Wilson headed the Army of the United States. 
Mr. BLANTON. And gave his life for his country. 
Mr. HUDDLESTON. As I recollect now of the leading agi

tators for war with Germany not a man ever took his place in 
the front ranks of the American Army. 

'l'he CHAIR~fAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
1\ir. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield one minute to the 

gentleman from Missouri [1\!r. LozJER]. 
1\!r. LOZIER. Mr. Chairman, I mea~ure my words and speak 

with extr£'me deliberation when I say thnt the national admin
iRtrntion is rapidly driving the United States into a war with 
the Uepublics of Nicaragua and l\1exi<:o; and this is being done 
without the adminh;tration taking the American people into its 
confirlence and giving them full information as to the facts. 
No thoughtful student of our foreign policy with reference to 
Latin America can escape the conviction that the administration 
is headed straight for war-a war that will necessarily involve 
a tremendous sacrifice of blood and tre-asure, unsettle conditions 
in Lntin America for generations, and create in the hearts of 
the inhabitants of the South American Republics a fierce hatred 
and resentment that will require· more than a century of peace 
to obliterate. 

The administration in the 1ast two weeks has been moving 
rapidly, and the United States is now at war with the little 
Republic of Nicaragua. Under authority of the President an 
admiral, in control of a fleet of Ameri<:an battleships, has landed 
American forces on the soil of Nicaragua, stationed our rna-
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rines at strategic points throughout that Republic, including 
Managua, its capital city. Acting further under instt:uctions 
from the President and Secretary of State, these United States 
troops ha"\"e espou:3ed the cause of a discredited and repudiated 
usurper, who can only hope to retain power by having United 
State troops fight his battles for him. Yes, gentlemen, at this 
good hour the great military power of the United States is being 
utilized in a foreign nation to make war on the most progressive 
and patriotic element in the Republic of Nicaragua. The Stars 
and Stripes are now floating O"\"er the barricades of a Nica
raguan despot, who is the servile creature of the big business 
interests in the United States, who, for their · own inordinate 
greed, are exploiting the resources of Nicaragua and g1·afting 
the people of that little Republic. 

American soldiers are taking possession of territory which. 
the liberal and progressive army have captured from the 
usurper who is being defended by the military and naval power 
of our great Nation. 

And moreover, gentlemen,· fuis war has undoubtedly been 
planned by the administration and big business interests of 
this Nation for many months and it has been inaugurated and 
is now in full swing without the advice and consent of Congress 
and without the knowledge and consent of the American 
people. In other words, this war has been deliberately planned 
by the big business interests in America engaged in exploiting 
and plundering the people of Nicaragua. For weeks and months 
plans llave been incubating for a· war of aggression by the 
U11ited States on the little Republic of Nicaragua. Under the 
specious guise of protecting American property and life our 
troops have been landed on the soil of a friendly nation and 
we are now making war on an overwllelming majority of the 
people of Nicaragua. There was no excuse for the landing of 
our troops or for American intervention in the internal affairs 
of Nicaragua. No American property has been destroyed, in
jured, or even disturbed. 'l'he life of no American citizen has 
been sacrificed or placed in j eopardy. No American citizen in 
Nicaragua bas been deprived of his liberty in any manner 
whatsoever or disturbed in the pur:-mit of his business activities. 
The r easons assigned by the President for involving the United 
States in a war with a friendly nation are fallacious and fals·e. 

'l'here is no real justification for tlle overbearing, bulldozing, 
and browbeating · tactics of our State Department. We are a 
b'Teat Nation and should deal wHh weak nations with tolerance 
an<l charity. We should not L• forever threatening to use 
"our big stick" and rattling our sabers to 
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overawe anu in
timidate the weak republics of Latin America. This war in 
which the present administration has involved us-and it is a 
war-has oeen inaugurated to enable the big business interests 
in tlle United States who have overreached and plundered the 
people of Nicaragua to continue to collect enormous profits on 
concessions, many of which were obtained by fraud and 
corruption. 

Not only are we at war with the llepubJ.ic of Nicaragua, 
Lut the national administration is rapidly traveling toward a 
war with Mexico. The American big business interests that 
ll:~ve exploited the oil, mineral, and land resources of Mexico 
will not be satisfied until they precipitate war between the 
United States and Mexico. These selfish interests are willing 
to sacrifi<.!e American blood, life, and treasure in a frantic 
effort to bold on to their ill-gotten gains in Mexico. One 
nation bas nothing to do with the internal government of 
another nation. The people of the United States will not 
permit any foreign nation to adYise them as to bow we shall 
<:onduct our internal affairs, and speaking frankly, and may I 
say, as an American patriot, it is not the business of the United 
States Government to direct the Republic of Mexico as to what 
laws it shall enact anu as to how it shall regulate its internal 
affairs. The question of liberty of conscience and freedom of 
worf!hip is not an issue in this case. As an American, I glory 
in our free institutions under wllich every person in the United 
Stutes is privileged to worship Gou in accordance with the 
dictates of his on-n conscience. This freedom of worship is 
one of the crowning glories of our free institutions. To main
tain this freedom of worship and liberty of conscience in the 
United Stutes every red-blooded American would fight and. 
if necessary, di,e. It is eminently proper for the United States 
to guarantee to its humblest citizen liberty in religious wor~bip, 
hut certainly no one will contend that we should go to w·ar 
witll another nation in order to compel such nation to grant 
religious tolerance to all sects and creeus. As a·n individual, I 
grcntly deplore the harsh and hostile attitude of the present 
Mexican Government ton-ard all religious organizations, but 
tbi would not justify the United States Government in pro
n•ldng war with Mexico ancl in sending our armies across the 
Rio Grande to subjugate our. southern neighbor. It would be 
a tremendous task for the United States Goyornment to declare 

war against every nation that was guilty of religious intoler
ance. Many of the great nations have from time immemorial 
enacted and enforced laws which stiflC'd the human conscience 
and denied freedom in religious worship. If we should under
take to establish religious tolerance in all the nations, our 
war fleets would cover the seven seas and our armies would 
have to be sent to more than a dozen nations. 

But, gentlemen, the American people are going to awaken 
some morning and suddenly realize tllat we are not only at war 
with Nicaragua, but that we are at war with Mexico. The 
American Congress does not will tllese wars. The American 
people do not want to be involved in war with Nicaragua, 
Mexico, or any other nation. The American people and the 
American Congress are not being consulted by the President 
and his advisers, but when as ·a result of the blunders of the 
administration grim-visaged war is on us, the President will 
make a patriotic appeal to Congress and to the American 
people to stand by him and uphold the honor of our great 
Nation. Congress will be asked to increase our armies, to 
vote immense war supplies, and to send the boys from Ameri
can homes into the deserts and mountains of Mexico· and 
Nicaragua to fight an unholy war and to sacrifice their lives in 
a cause fundamenta1ly unjust; a war of aggression ; a war of 
conquest; a war incubated by the big business interests in 
the United States for the protection of their oil, mineral, and 
land concessions in Mexico and Nicaragua. 

I am appealing to the patriotism and wisdom of this Con
gress to put brakes on the President and Secretary Kellogg, to 
the end that war with all its miseries and economic waste may 
be averted. I am appealing to the newspapers of America to 
sound the warning far and wide so the American people may 
realize that we are on the brink of anotller frightful war 
which will take as its toll the lives of thousands of boys from 
the American homes, result in another tremendous wastage of 
our national wealth, alienate the sober respect of mankind, 
and create enmities in the Latin-American Republics that a 
century will be too short to eradicate. 

I am not a sensationalist. I am not an alarmist. I am only 
a plain American citizen, who bas thoughtfully followed the 
diplomatic maneuvers of our Government in its hostile atti
tude toward two republics with which we should endeavor to 
live ori friendly terms. I am speaking in order that tlle Amer
ican people may realize that the President has already in
volved us in a war with a Central American Republic, and that, 
judging from tlle attitude of the President and the State De
partment, the United States will soon be dragged into a war 
with 1\fex:ico. I repeat, neither Congress nor the American 
people are responsible for this condition. Congress has not 
willed these wars. The American people have not been con
sulted about these wars and are not responsible for them. Our 
war with Nicaragua, which is a reality, and our war with 
Mexico, which is impending, are the results of the blundering . 
diplomacy of President Coolidge and his Secretary of State, 
Mr. Kellogg. What is Congress going to do about it? What 
are the American people going to do about it? Sit supinely 
by and allow · these war plans to be consummated, or speak 
in ho uncertain terms in condemnation of this nefarious and 
damnable intrigue by which this Nation now has one war on 
its band and another impending. 

The CII.AIRMAN. The gentleman's time bas expired. 
Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I will use the remainder of 

the time myself. So far as the purpose of this bill is con
cerned, there is no objection ih the House. When the bill is 
read under the five-minute rule I sllall offer an amendment, on 
page 2, line 14, providing that after the fund provided for in 
the bill shall be taken out of the revenues of the District of 
Columbia, we strike out of the bill the other language by 
which it is the hope of certain District officials to take some of 
this money out of the Federal Treasury. Those words in lineg 
15, 16, and 17 ought to be stricken out, and I shall ask you to 
do that. 

This is a hospital for the District of Columbia. We l!ive 
this District every year for its expenses not only the $D,OOO,OOO 
lump sum, but in addition to that $D,OOO,OOO, in other bills, we 
gi"\"e at least $2,000,000 more out of the Federal Treasury. I 
maintain that $11,000,000 out of the taxpayers of tlle United 
States contributed every year for the fiSCJll expenses of the 
District is enough. The District Commissioners ought not to 
be continually trying to draw out of the Federal Treasury 
more and more funds for the people of the country to raise.· 
That is my position on this bill, and I do not care to take any 
further time. 

Mr. ZIHLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [l\Ir. TREADWAY]. · 

Mr. TREADWAY. l\Ir. Chairman, if correspondence is any 
criterion of the views of the people we are sent here to repre-
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sent, I feel that there are two measures on which this House 
ought to be able to secure in some manner, in some way, some 
information. and I rise to see if that is possible. They are 
both bills in conference. One is the so-called McFadden bank
ing bill, which went to conference lust May. It was returned 
to tllis House some time in June aud has laid dormant since 
then in tlle bauds of the conferees. I am casting no aspersions 
upon £'itller the House or the Senate conferees, but I do think, 
l\lr. Chairman, that the people of the country interested in 
banking legislation and in financial mutters arc entitled to 
some information from the confer€es as to what has become of 
that bill. [Avplause.] I know little as to the merits of the 
points in dispute between the Senate and the House, but I do 
say there ought to be some system, if not in the rules certainly 
in the procedure of the llouse, so that we can get information 
the people are entitled to. 

The other bill to which I refer is of more direct interest 
in the minds of all the people tban the one of which I have 
spoken, and that is the so-called White radio bill that has been 
in conference since July 2. 

I h~'"e asked the gentlemen who are conferees, or some of 
them, so frequently about that measure that they must be tired 
of saying that they havQ nothing to report and that they "can 
not g.ot togetbe1;." I do not care what the differences are be
tween the conferees. The people want action, and. the only way 
that they can get action is to insist that we, theit· representa
tives, urge the conferees to at least tell us "where we are at." 
Within a peliod. of a '"ery short time the radio has gone out 
into almost every home in the land. The increase in its usc 
has been perfectly enormous, and therefore there has sprung 
up a great di.·satisfaction among the people because they can 
not use their rad.ios satisfactorily und.er existing conditions. 
That condition can be regulated by legislation. The legisla
tion is in the hands of six men. I do not care how they com- . 
promise or what they do, as long as authority for control and 
the U!':e of the air ~s put into the hands of some disinterested. 
Government official. 

The community that I represent is a farming community to 
a large extent. The winters there are long and. dreary. If 
fhere is one thing that makes life pleasaut to those people, it is 
to be able to sit by their home fireside and be favored with 
the great concerts that are given in the metropolitan centers. 
'l'hey are entitled, as long as there is that power of radio broad
casting, to service and protection; nnd I say that the day has 
come when Congress should assert its right and might in behalf 
of the people and tell these two groups of conferees, "We do 
not care what your differences are; we want to know 'vhy you 
have not been here before the branches of Oongress and. re
portefl your findings in all these months." [Applause.] Tbe 
fault may be with the system of conference, but if so it is not 
right the public shoul<l be the inno<.;ent sufferers. The blame 
'must rest upon both branches of Congress. 

The CllAIHl\f.AN. The time of the gentleman from Massa
clmsetts has expired. 

Mr. ZIHL:l\IAN. l\1r. Chairman, I yield three minutes to the 
gentleman from Arkamms [l\lr. WINGO]. 

Mr. WINGO. l\Ir. Chairnm,n, if I may have the attention of 
tbe gentleman from 1\!assadmsetts [Mr. Tm:.-\DW.AY], I happen 
to be a member of the conferees on the part of the House on 
the Mcli,aclden bill. I am very foncl of my friend from Massa
chusetts, but I do not belieye the geutlell).an has ever asked me 
an~·thing about it, has :Q.e? 

Mr. TREADWAY. Not to my knowledge. I would. Rfly to 
the gentleman tbat I talked no later than ye terday with the 
chairman of the committee and the chairman of the Hou~e 
conferees upon the matter, but was not able to secure any 
direct replies to such inquiries as I have just mad.e on the 
floor here. So far as bringing the matter up in the House is 
concerned, I might state that the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[1\.ir. :McFADDEN] wus agreeable to my doing so . 

l\Ir. \VINGO. 1\ir. Chairman, the conferees have not met this 
session. That is not my fault. I have repeatedly said to the 
conferees, indi'ddually and collecti>cly, "I am anxious to have 
legislation and will meet you more than half way on a com
promise,'' but the ultimatum that meets that suggestion is one 
that leaves me with no other recourse than to carry out the 
instructions of the House, which I have always tried to d.o as 
a conferee. I shall continue to endeavor to discharge my duty 
as a conferee and to obey the instructions of the House. 

Ur. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will yield. 
what has spurred our friend from Massachusetts into action, I 
imagine, is the ~eat number of telegrams that -\ve are receiving 
on the radio bill. I received 13 yesterday or the day hefore 
yesterday from one town, and then there is tbe Hull propa
ganda that is cqming into our offices every morning. I am 

afraid that _that is what bas pushed the gentleman from :Massa
chusetts. into action. 

Mr. TREADWAY. If I may be allowed to answer--
Mr. WINGO. 011, I do not want to lo~e all of my time. Mr. 

Cllairman, I think we all understand the propaganda both pro 
and con. I can not turn around without some branch banker 
o some attorney of some brauch banker pleading with me to 
recognize " tho trend of events " and to recognize, so he con
tends, that the in<l_ependent unit banker is a thing that has to 
he sacrlfie<l, asking me to give him a chance to set up a brancll 
uank in his particular territory. Under the instruction of the 
House, I am bound not to yield to such importunities on tbt 
part of the!':e branch bankers. 

I am willing to cut out the matters in controver~:v that are 
preventing au agt·eernent-that is, tlle branch-bauking qne:-:
tion-and. pass the rest of the propo als contained in the 
McFadden bill, together with a provision renewing the charter 
of the Fed.eral reserve banks, accord.ing to the agreement of all 
six of the conferees on this question. I have offered to the 
leaders who ha>e talked to me about this matter to do tllis. Of 
course, if the branch bankers and those who represent their 
'"iew want to kill all the other legislation unless they can have 
their way on branch banldng, the responsibility will be theirs 
and not mine. 

The CHAIRl\fAN. The Clerk will read. tho uill for amend
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., '.fhat a modern, fireproof nurses' home is hereby 

autl10rizcd for the Columbia Hospital for Women anti Lyin6'-in Asylum 
to replace the existing cottages and to cost not excee<ling $300,000, 
including beating and ventilating apparatus, equipment, uccc::;sorie.·, 
roadways, and approaches and other facilities leading thereto. All of 
such work shall be performed under the Rupervision and direction of 
the Architect of the Capitol and in accordance with plans and speci
fications prepared by him and approved by the 'board of directors of 
the hospital. The plans and specitlcatious may provide for such futuro 
extensions and modifications as may ue llcemed advisable. 

l\Ir. ZIHL:l\fAN. l\Ir. Chairman, I .wish to say in offering the 
amendment which I propo:;e to offer that the Senate has pas ed 
a similar Uill carrying an authori:.mtion of $400,000 in~tead of 
the $300,000 carried in the House bill. It is my . pnrpose now 
to oiier an amendment striking out the figures $300,000 n nd' 
substituting therefor tbe figures $400,000. If that amendment 
should be agreed to, I shaH a.~k unanimous consent when the 
bill is returned to the IIoul:le that the Senate bill be substi
tuted for the Houf;e bill, it belng an id.cntical bill with the 
exception of the authorization carried.. I offer that amend
ment now. 

Mr. CU.A:MTON. Why has not the gentleman called. up the 
Senate bHl so thHt we may operate upon it <lirectly here? 

Mr. ZIHLMAN. The Senate bill is on the House Calendttr, 
and my under!':tandin; of the rn1cs is that it is not permissilJlo 
to call it up when the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union is con~idering Dh.;trict legi::;lation on the 
Union Calendar, but that the substitution would have to be 
made in the House. 

l\fr. CRAl\ITON. But the gentleman is not operating to-d.ay 
under the regular Dist.rict day rule, hut under a rule tbat 
permits the gentleman to call up District lcgislatiou. 

~Ir. ZIHLUAN. On the Union Culend.ar. 
~lr. CR.dl\1TON. I <lid not understand that it was limiterl 

to the Union Calendar. 
l\Ir. TILSON. For the time being it is. We are in tllc Com

mittee of the Whole Hou~e on the state of the Union for the 
consid.eration of the Union Calendar bills. 

l\Ir. CRAl\ITON. If the Senate hill propo~es an appropria
tion as this docs, how docs one happen to go on the Union 
Calendar and the other on tlle House Calendar? 

i will Ray to the gentleman that the Senate baR passed a 
similar bill, an identical bill, with the exception of the amount, 
but that bill has not been reporteu from the committee. I oiier 
an amendment to strike out "$300,000" and insert "lj;-!00,000." 

The CHAIRMAN. 'l'he Clerk will report tlle amenclrnent 
offered. by the gentleman from Maryland.. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment offcL·cd by l\Ir. ZIULM.AN: rage 1, line G, strike out 

"$300,000" and insert "$400,0.00." 

l\Ir. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to the 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas is rccognize<t. 
l\Ir. BIL,~NTON. Mr. Chairman, I should have no objection 

to that amendment, provid.cd the gentleman from Maryland [Mrt. 
.ZrHLMAN] would. make this bill do clearly just what the gerr
tloman from l\:lichigan [M~. CRAMTON] thinks it does now, 
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and that is to strike out lines 15, 16, and 17, on page 2, so 
that there wonld be no doubt but that this $400,000 would come 
out of the Dis trict revenues. 

Now what attitude, may I a sk the gentleman from 1\lary
lan:'d, is he going to take on the amendment which I intend 
to offer to strike out lines 15, 16, and 17? 

l\fr. ZIHLJ\IAN. I will say to tlle gentleman that I am of 
the opinion, and firmly of the opinion, that the ~ill as written 
carries a provision that the money shall be pmd out of the 
District revenues under the present fiscal. relationship existing. 

M:r. BLANTON. Then why not make it definite by striking 
out any reference to the L'c<leral Treasury that might a?thorize 
the District Commissioners to come before the Committee on 
Appropriations and insist on an arrangement different from 
the $9.000,000 lump-sum arrangement? 

Mr. ZIHL:M:AN. I will say to the gentleman that the sub
stantiye law at the present time provides for a 60---:10 distri
bution of expenses between the District of Columbia and the 
l'ederal Government. · 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes. That is the thought I had in mind 
a s beinO' in the mind of the chairman and the District Com
missioll~r~, who are continually trying to get the Committee 
on Appropriations to go back to that G0---:10 plan. 

1\Ir. ZIHL!YJAN. Even under the present arrangement the 
Fe<leral Government contributes all the way from 2G to 27 
per cent of the appropriations. . 

Mr. BLANTON. The $11,000,000 annually that we now giYe 
them is enough for the taxpayers of this Nation to pay on ciYic 
expenses here. . 

Mr. ZIRLMAN. This bill clearly sets forth that the funds 
authorized must be appropriated under the provisions con
trolling appropriations for that period. 

1\ir. BLANTON. One thing that makes us like the gentle
man from Maryland is that when we pin him down he is al
ways frank. He admits now that his reason for insisting on 
the retention of lines 15, 16, and 17 in this bill is tlle old ()()..-40 
law, that be thinks should be in existence. 

Mr. ZIHLMAN. No. I leave to any authority in tbis !louse 
who has made a study of this question whether this bill does 
not provi<le for the money to be paid entirely out of the 
District. 

1\lr. BLANTON. I have seen large sums of money repeatedly 
taken out of the Public Treasury when the Congress did not 
intend it. After we haYe adjourned and gone home I have seen 
it done. I have stayed here and watched. it done. That is 
exactly what these commissioners llad in mind when they 
wrote this bill, hoping to go to the · Committee on Appropria
tions and say, "Congre~s bas not changed the 60--40 law, and 
we want this a11propriation to be met under the 60-40 ar
r angement." 

1.\'lr. CHINDBLOl\1. 1\fr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
1\lr. BLANTON. Yes. 

tion· to the · amendment. I woul<l like to have five minutes in 
opposition to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky is recog
nized. 

1\fr. GILBERT. The gentleman's amendment would. raise the 
amount $100,000. Does not the gentleman think we are going 
a little bit far? The purpose of thil'; bill is to build a nurses' 
bo:ine. I think we w.ere very liberal in fixing the amount at 
$300.000 for a nurses' borne. 

Ml'. ZIHL:l\IAN. This is simply an authorization. Tlti:-J is tlle 
maximum that can be expended. The directors of the insti
tution and the Architect of the Capitol have to f'ati~fy tlw 
Committee on Appropriations as to tlle economy of the plans 
they submit and the need for the expenditure to be made. 

1\Ir. CRAl\ITON. If the gentleman will yiel<l, then I under
stand the position of the gentleman from l\laryland aD£1 the 
position of his committee would be that when tllis comes before 
the Committee on Appropriations it wlll be their proper func
tion to go into the question and recommend suc:h an amount 
as may be proper and necessary for the situation. It may be 
$200,000 and it may be $400,000. 

Mr. ZIBL~IAN. Yes. It could not be in excess of *400,000. 
It might be $200,000. The language is "not exceeding." 

lHr. GILBERT. l\Iy judgment is that $300,000 is \cry lihernl. 
'l'hc CHAIU:i\IAN. The question is on agreeing to the amen<l-

ment offered by the gentleman from ~1aryland [1\it', Zuiur.Ax]. 
'l'he amendment was agreed to. 
The OHAIRl\I.AN. The ClNk will read. 
The Clerk rea<l as follows : 
SEc. 3. All expenditures incurred under this act shall be chnrgPd 

against the revenues of the District of Columl.Jia and the Treasury of 
the Uniteu States in the manner prescribed in the appropriation act 
in which the appropriations thc1·efor are conta ined. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas offers an 

amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment offereu by Mr. BL.\NT0:-1: On pn~;e 2, line H, after the 

word "Columbia," insert a period and strik~ out all of lines 15, 1G, 
and 17. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I want to pre<;ent to my col
lengtws a c:ommon-sense proposition on this bill. This i:-; a 
District matter, a District nurses' home, with whic:h your cou
stitnents and mlne are not concerned. If we want, as the 
gentleman from Mar~·land. [l\£r. ZIHLMAN] woul<l have us he
lieve, to spend the money out of the District r evenues. why 
do we not state that and not put it up to the Ap;)rOIWiatlons 
ConUJ.littee to state it in another bill? When it says it .Jwll 
be taken out of the District revenues in line 1-1. wh,v do we not 
stop tllere and cut out lines 15, 16, and 11, which say : 

1.\-fr. CHINDBLOM. Do I understand the gentleman hns and t he Trensury of the United States-
seen the authorities of the District of Columbia take money And so forth. 
out of the Treasury in violation of law? Tlms lea·\"iug the matter in doubt and making lawful what-

Mr. BLANTON. Heads of various departments; yes, I ever the Committee on Appropriations sees fit to <lo about this 
baYe. 'l'hey have put a different construction on the laws matter? 
we 1x1s:::ed. This is the legislative committee no'' acting. This is where 

Mr. CIIINDBLOM. I think the gentleman, then, should go the legislation is properly framed. 'Vhy do we not make it 
further into detail about it. definite and clea r and why not say here just what we want to 

Mr. BLANTON. I haye made printed reports to Congress do about it? I am not against this.bill; I am for it alld I nm 
on it. I haYe shown that after Congress adjourned on one for the nurses' home. I <lid. not fight tlle chauge from ::;000.000 
occasion Colonel Shenill, because he found he bad a surplus to $400,000. If there is need for $·100,000 spend $400.000, hut 
r emaining of unexpended funds on June 30, ma<le an order let the people \Vho want it, let the peo11le who nec<l it. let the 
increasing every pet employee's sa lary $100 each for that one people who are to use it, and let the people for who.~e benefit 
month of June in order to u._e up that surplus. it is built, namely, the Di~trict people, pay for it, especially 

Mr. CHINDBLOl\f. Was that in violation of law? when we are contl·ibuting $11,000,000 a yenr of the taxpnyers' 
1\lr. BLANTO:N'. Yes. monev toward the fiscnl expenses here. \Yby should not tllcse 
Mr. CHINDBLOM. How did. be get by the Comptroller three. lines be stricken out'l 1\iy friend from Maryland. [:i\lr. 

General? Zn-ILMAN] and. my friend from ::\lichigan [Mr. CRA1ITON], whom 
Mr. BLANTON. He got by the Comptroller General because the newspapers figllt but who is one of the bc.t friends this 

of this pernicious sli<ling scale which Congress gives genera l District bas, and when the crudal time comes makes a ha:r 
authority for . The Congress <lid not understand. what it was fight or a straw fight here once in a \Yhile but after all gh·e~ 
doil10' on that question. The Congress passed a law authorizing the District just whate\"er U wants, will g_et up and. say, "It is 
that o sliding scale. They did not understand that this could goinO' to come out of District reYenues anyhow." If it is, let 
be (lone under it, and Mr. MADDEN said he would try to stop us ~ake it <lcfinite and clear. That is all I want to say. 

· such unauthorized. acts as Sherrill was guilty of, and he did Wlwt excuse have you for not voting for the amendment? Is 
stop it. it not reasonable and. should we not ~ake it definite and. shoulu 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas we not make it clear that we are gomg to take the money out 
bas expired. . - of District revenues, and n.ot out of the Fed~r.al ~reasury.? 

l\lr. GILBERT. 1\fr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chatrman, I ~sk recogmtion m oppost-
Tlle CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. tion to the amendment. I <lo so With much embarrassment 
Mr. GILBERT. The gentleman from Texas rose to speak in I after the gentleman from Texas [l\Ir. BLANTON] has referred to 

opposition to the amendment, but he did not speak in opposi- my "straw fights" here or "buy fights." I do not know 

LXVIII--s2 
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whether that is because they are not daily, but certainly it is 
not because they have always not been effective. However, I 
am obliged to .oppose the gentleman's amendment on the ground 
that it is um1ecessary and undesirable. The section as it 
stands provides that-

All expenditures incurred under this act shall be charge(} against the 
revenues of the rustrict of Columbia and tile Treasury of the United 
States in the manner pt·escribeu in the appropriation act in which the 
appropriations therefor are contained. 

The other day I said on · the floor that I would not oppose 
an authorization for this institution if it came up in the regular 
way, and 1 am not going to oppose it. So long as the authoriza
tion provides for t;he payment of the expense of construction, 
as other expenses of the District are provided for, in the year 
that the ex11eniliture is made, I am satisfied. . 

Under the bill as it stands, if it becomes a law this month, 
and following that an estimate comes up from the District 
officials to the Appropriations Committee for the expenditure 
of $400,000, and that appropriation is made, if we continue the 
lump-sum plan for the fiscal year beginning next July, that 
$400,000, then, would be taken care of as are other expenses 
of the Di. trict; that is to say, in effect it would be at the 
expense of the District because our conh·ibution would be fixed 
and definite at $0,000,000. These additional amounts would 
be beyond that sum. If it should happen that the Congress in 
some lapse should abandon the Ium1:rsum plan, should return 
to the vercentagc plan, should bind the Government to pay 40 
per cent or GO per cent or a stated per cent of the expenses, 
why, when the Congress does decide to return to the percentage 
plan, there is no reason wby it should not apply to this item 
just as much as it would apply to any other hospital item in 
tbe Di trict or any other expenditure in the District. 

I do not want a hodge-podge of provisions in the law with 
reference to these expenses. It bas been my idea we should 
adopt a definite policy of contributing a stated· amount and 
let the rest of it come from the Di~trid revenues. Then their 
euthusia..:m for new ex11enditnres is tempered by the knowledge 
it is their money that is to be spent. I notice they have now 
got to a new point in the District. They have reached the 
voint where in the citizens' associations they ure opposing re
quested appropriations, because it is going to increase their 
tax rutes. Now, that is what everybody else in the country 
runs up against. The more there is expeudcd for schools, 
pavements, lighting, and hospitnls the more the taxes amount 
to, and th:it · should be -the experience of taxpayers in the 
Dh;trict, that the more appropriations they· ask for schools, 
pa-ring, and so forth, the more should be their taxes, and the 
one realization should temper their enthusiasm for the other. 

As long as the lump-sum plan pre-rails that is now the prac
tice and which we think ''ill prevail for a year or two to come, 
this item will ue cared for just as the gentleman from Texas 
wants it cared for ; but if there comes a time when this Con
gress relapses its judgment on these things and becomes so 
confused as to abandon that system and return to the per
centage plan, why, let this little item go along with the rest of 
it and not have conflicting pro\isions. 

Mr. BLA.l~TON. Then the gentleman has in mind that we 
muy soon return to that plan? 

Mr. CRA.l\ITON. I do not believe the Congress will ever 
retuTn to the percentage plan. I think the greatest blessing 
that could come to the people of this District would be for 
them to have a realization that Congress is riot going back to 
the other system. The greatest service that one or two news
papers here could confer on the people who support those 
newspapers would be to put the real situation of Congress 
before their readers instead of feeding them column after 
column of bunk with reference to the situation. 

Ur. BL.A.NTON. Are we not helping them give them bunk 
by just such pro-risions as are in this bill? 

The CH.AIUMA.l~. The time of the gentleman from Michigan 
hns expired. 

Mr. ZIHLl\I.A.N. Mr. Chairman, I hope the amendment 
offered by t11e gentleman from Texas will not be adopted. As 
the gentleman from l\1icbigau has stated, this bill does sub
stantially whnt the gentleman from Texas, by his amendment, 
is seeking to do. It is ju t a question of whether we shall 
accept tlle language offered by him or the language of the bill. 

There is no change made in existing fiscal relations between 
tbe District of Columbia and the Federal Government. 

I want to say further that this hospital is built upon land 
owned by the Federal Government. The Federal Government 
couh·ibuted 50 per cent toward its erection, and the Federal 
Government hole title to the hospital in question. This bill 
does exactly what the gentleman from Texas is seeking to do, 
namely, provides that the appropriation shall be made as pro-

vided in the appropriation bill for the period in which the 
expenditure-- is to be made. 

l\Ir. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. ZIHLl\IAN. I yield. 
Mr. BLANTON. And is not that also true with respect to 

t"Qe central market house, covering blocks of ground, which the 
people here use free every day as their market house, und is 
not that also true as to Rock Creek Park, which is used every 
day in the summer? The Federal Government owns all of it, 
contributes all of the expense of it, and gives the people the 
benefit of it. 

Mr. ZIIILl\IAN. The gentleman has not made a correct 
statement. 

l\fr. BLANTON. Is not that true? 
l\Ir. ZIHLM..AN. As to Rock Creek Park, we have just 

authorized an expendi.ture of $600,000 in that park entirely 
from the funds of the District. 'l'he funds of the District 
maintain the park and tl1C roads and parkways therein. 

l\Ir. BLANTON. I am talking about Rock Creek Park be
fore we passed that bill. 

Mr. ZIHLl\I.AN. Rock Creek Park was purchased under the 
fiscal relations existing at that time, and the people of the 
District contributed one-half of the expense of that pn.rk. 
So far ns the central market is concerned, I will say to the 
gentleman that the usual rates of rent for stalls and ~tores 
in that market prevail there, just as any other market-in Balti
more, in tbe gentleman's town, or anywhere else. 

l\Ir. BI1ANTON. But the District people have never contrib-
uted one cent in taxes to th1,1t central market. 

Mr. ZIHLMAN. What does the gentleman mean? 
Mr. BLANTON. For buying the market site. 
l\lr. ZIHLl\IAN. No; it is on land owned by the Federal 

Government, just as this hospital is. 
Mr. BLANTON. Yes; and the Government furnishes the 

e.A'J)ense of it. 
l\Ir. CIIINDBLOM. But the occupants are paying rent, are 

they not? 
l\Ir. ZIHLM.AN. Yes; they are providing th~ usual revenue. 
Mr. l\lOOIUJ of Virginia. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. ZIHLMAN. Yes. 
1\lr. l\IOOHE of Virginia. I understand that what the gentle

man means is that the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Texas would accomplish nothing of any practical value. 

l\lr. ZIHLMAN. Ausolutely. 
Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Would make no practical change in 

the bill. 
l\lr. ZffiLMAN. The gentleman from Texas differs entirely 

from any of the other gentlemen of the House who have read 
the bill. I think everyone who has read the bill agreeH that 
this bill does exactly what the gentleman from Texas wants 
to do. 

l\lr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield further? 
Mr. ZIHLMAN. Yes. 
l\.Ir. BLANTON. I am not surprised at my friend from Vir

ginia rising, because he is on one Ride of the river getting his 
band-outs and my friend from Maryland receives his on this 
side of the river. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Texas. 

The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. ZIHLl\l.AN. l\Ir. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 

that the bill be laid aside with a favorable recommendation. 
The CHAIRl\l..AN. Is there objection to the request of the 

gentleman from Maryland? 
There was no objection. 

F .ARMERS' PRODUCE MARKET 

l\Ir. ZIHLl\IAN. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (H. R. 
156G8) authorizing the acquisition of a site for the farmers' 
produce marl,et, and for other purposes, ann I ask unanimous 
consent that the first rending of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman calls up the hill (H. R. 
156G8) authorizing the acquif::ition of a site for the farmers' 
produce mar_l<et, and for other purposes, a]l(l asks unanimous 
consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BLANTON. l\lr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to 

myself. There is in this bill just such a provision as you bad 
in the last bill, a provision that will make controversy in the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

I can not expect to outvote my friend from Maryland [Mr. 
ZIIILMAN] when he is backed up by our distinguished frien<l 
from l\Iicbigan [l\fr. CRAMTON] an 1 my very distinguished col
league from Virginia [l\fr. MooRE], for whom every one of us 
has a high respect and a high regard. They are here with their 
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V formation, ·and that was an awful bard formation to break 
up when I plnyed football some 30 year~ ago. 

I was amused this year in watching the progress of the cam
paign of our friend from Maryland [1\.Ir. ZrHLMAN]. He is 
such a genial, big-hearted, bully good fellow personally that, 
though being a n publican, we who serve on the committee 
with him had to ~it back and watch with amusement only his 
race in the campaign. 'Vllen they were hammering him in llis 
distnct becnuse he bad not procured for the people of 1\lary
land the $70,000,000 dam up at Great Falls whi<.:h they wanted, 
and when they wm·e bnmmering him because be bad not secured 
±his-.$25,000,000 and that $50,000,000 which they wanted, ab, 
he came back at them, and I watched his masterful answer. 
He would get up and. say I got this for you and I got that for 
you and I got this here and I got that there, and if you will 
let me alone I will get the balance for you; and be is now get
ting some of the balance. [Laughter.] 

When the interests of the District do not conflict with the 
direct interest of the peo11le of Maryland he is for the Dis-

. trict against the whole United States taxpaying public ; but 
when it specially hurts the people of Maryland to do some
thin~~ for the District he 5tands between the devil and the deep 
blue sea and has to make such speeches as he made at Silver 
Springs last night. 

- His great State of Maryland has put a 4%-cent a gallon 
tax on gasoline. At Silver Springs last night he eloquently 
arrayed himself against such a law, because why? Why, he 
said it would cau~e all the people in Maryland to come over 
into Washington and buy their gasoline where there is only a 
2-cent tax. He said all the people of Maryland would come 
over here and buy their gasoline from the dealers in Wash
ington, and the dealers in his district would lose their business. 

I can not blame him ; but how long are you going to let 
these two stalwart representatives of the back-door people of 
Washington who live in Maryland and Virginia get this hand
out from the Federal Treasury? 

l\Ir. SCHAFER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BLANTON. Yes. 
1\Ir. l:3CIIAFER. Does not the gentleman believe that the 

Democratic Party may look with disfavor on his speech which 
will make the election of the gentleman from Maryland per
fectly secure in the future? 

1\Ir. BLANTON. The Democratic Party is so mighty big 
and strong and grand that the election of one poor little 
Republican in Maryland does not affect it. [Laughter.] It 
does not have any effect on the Democratic Party. We can 
allow the Repul.Jlicans here and there from such a State as 
Maryland to elect one or two when we are in power. · 

1\fr. CHINDBLOl\I. In other words, it simply reduces your 
-nJ.inority a little? [Laughter.] 

l\1r . . BLANTON. That is all. 1\Ir. Chairman, I yield back 
the remaining 10 minutes of my time. 

l\Ir. ZIHLUAN. :Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from New York [1\Ir. CROWTHER]. 

Mr. CR01VTHER. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen d the com
mittee, I want to say a few words about the necessity of im
me(liate legislation for the regulation of radio. Radio has 
developed into a tremendous business in the United States, 
approaching something like a half billion dollars. Its begin
nings were very modest. There was a time, wllen we first began 
to use the radio or the radiophone, within the last six or seven 
years, when a boy with a little mechanical ability, a good head, 
and an im·estment of 30 cents could make himself what is 
known as a crystal set, upon whieh the local stations could be 
heard within city limits, and even up to a. distance oi 10 or 15 
miles. . 

I recollect that my colleague from Illinois [Mr. CrrrNDDLOM] 
had a. boy of a bout 12 years of age who, for the sum of 30 cents, 
made one of these crystal sets, using a cigar box as the con
tainer. One drawback to tilat suggested low price is this: It 
was necessary to have a pair of head phones that cost from 
five to seven dollars at that time. Nevertheless this shows 
with what degree of simplicity the art started. 

l\lu uy of these crystal sets are still in use, because in any 
locality where you have in a city a broadcasting station most 
excellent reception can be had for the use of head phones 
with a crystal set, and the crystal set is ordinarily very chenp 
in price, now sold for a dollar -and a half or $2, and can be 
made for lesl'l. 'I'hen there came what was known as the single
tube set. This type, inRtead of using a crystal for a detector, 
used a vacuum tube designed especially for that purpose, and it 
has been possible for some of our young men, some o"f the boys 
of the country, to "listen in" over great distances with their 
sets. In fact, record di8tances have been made by boy~ 12, 14, 
and 15 years of age who, with consiclr:,rable mechanical ingenuity 
and also tile help of schematic drawings, have made one-tube 

. sets. Then there came the scheme of amplification, developing 
the set into a three-tube set with a two-Rtage amplifier, so that 
a loud s11eaker could be used. A~ new broadcasting stations 
came on the air it soon deYeloped that this type of set was not 
efficient, because they lacked what is known in radio parlance 
as selectivity. Yon could . not cut out your local station. It 
appeared all around the dial, no matter where you turned the 
. tuning condensers. Tllcn they developed what was known as 
the radio-frequency type, tunM with three condensers. That 
has been modified in the later-day sets with gang condensers 
on a single shaft, tuued with one dial. They are not as effi
cient as those tuned with three separate tuning dials. A 
further development gave us the superheterodyne type, involv
ing the use of anywhere from 6 to 8 and sometimes 10 or 12 
~be~ · 

These are all covered by patents. The Hazeltine patents 
cover a special radio-frequency type, which is known as the 
neutrodyne, and in which there is a patented neutralizing 
process not used in the ordinary radio-frequency sets. The 
regenerative type of radio set is covered by the Armstrong 
patents. 

The usc of the radio has become almost universal. Gentlemen 
·will remember the campaign two years ago headed by" Roxey," 
the entertainer from the Capitol Theater, in New York, when 
a fund was raised for the equipment of the hospitals here in 
Washington with I"adio setA; and, in fact, nearly all of the 
veterans' hospitals in the country are now so equipped, and the 
necessary funds have come from various sources, generally 
public and private subscription.. There is located in theRe insti
tutions a very high-grade ret!eiving instrument, and · then the 
building is wired for radio. 

The CHAIRMAN. 'l'he time of the gentleman from New 
York has expired. 

Mr. BLANTON. l\1r. Chairman, I yield the gentleman five 
minutes more. 

Mr. CROWTHER. So that it is possible for the nurse to 
hand the head phones to the patient, and connection is made 
by a plug at the head of the bed, and the patient is enabled 
in his moments of freedom from pain, during his long confine
ment, and even while taking ''nrious treatments, to enjoy the 
best in prose and poetry and mu~ic that we have in the 
country. 

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. CROWTHER. Yes. 
Mr. REED of New York. And is it not true that some of 

tile veterans who~e hearing was afiected during the war, ana 
who can not hear very much except through tbe radio, are now 
enjoying concerts nnd lectures and thingR of that kind? 

Mr. UROWTRER. That is a fact. One of the peculiarities 
about the radio .wave is that people who can not hcnr ordinary 
conversation in very close proximity to the speaker can hear 
vPry distinctly with the circuit completed with a set of head 

. phones. I remember that I had tlle pleal:iure of having Gen
eral Sherwood, the grand old man who was for many years a 
Member of this House, in my room on several occasions. Gentle
men who knew him well will recall that he was very deaf. 
He listened through a set of head phones on a six-tul.Je iu~tru
ment that I had, and the volume was so terrific it would have 
crashed the ear drums of au individual with normal bearing. 
But so defective was his hearing that the full power of that 
instrument was neceAsary. He used to sit by the hour and 
lil:;ten to political talks by the newspaper men and to the 
various musical programs, and he assured me that he had not 
been able to bear anything of that sort clearly and distinctly 
for nearly 20 years. 

Radio i~ used in police stations to-day, and regularly at head
quarters reports arc receivetl · of thefts and descriptions of 
fugitives from justice, lost children, and so forth. I was in 
my room the other night at 5 o'clock and heard a message that 
was being broadcast from Atlanta, Ga., describing an automo
bile and four young bandits who held up a bank at ~ast 
Atlanta. Within 15 minutes after the robbery that message 
was on its way oYer the radio. 

I might talk for an hour about the various uses to ·which 
radio bas become ndnpted. We have wave length~:; from 200 
meters down, and they have been allocated to what are known 
as the "hams," the boys who have sending instruments, who do 
not spend much time listening to broadcast programs, but who 
transmit and receive their messages in code. Their equipment 
is usually homemade and highly efficient. 

To these young men who are located in 'Vashington the 
Pacific coast of this country is merely a local station. They 
pick up on low wave lengths messages from Germany and 
Australia, and their work has proved especially valuable in 
getting througp. messages, from localities where flood and dis-
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aster ha"Ve paralyzed the wire service. Wave lengths from 200 
to 545 were originally allocated to the broadcasting stations. 
There were 53fl stations a year or two ago, broadcasting on 89 
wave lengths, with an average of 6 to a wave length. That 
was accomplished by dividing time as we did in Washington, 
WCAP one night and WRC the next night, both on the same 
wave. After that period there came the legal contest in Chi
cago. I think it was the Zenith Co. who brought suit against 
the ·Secretary of Commerce. That suit was finally decided in 
the company's favor, the court declaring that the Secretary of 
Commerce bad no authority under the law of 1912 to allocate 
special wave lengths to any individual. 

The result was that everybody who was dissatisfied with their 
wave length took to pirating and bootlegging, as it is called 
sometimes-and proceeded to broadcast on a wave length that 
was fuought to be most favorable to their being heard the great
est distance, whether it interfered with anybody else or not. It 
is almost impossible at the present time to listen to distant 
stations. Not .more than half a dozen come in clearly, because 
you have to listen to a series of howls, groans, and peanut 
whistles that ruin reception. 

1\[r. APPLEBY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
there? 

Mr. CROWTHER. Yes. 
Mr. APPLEBY. Does not that come from promiscuous broad

casting? 
Mr. CROWTHER. Too many stations on the air, and too 

many on the same, or very nearly the same, wave length. . 
The · CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 

York bas expired. 
Mr. ZIHLMAN. I yield to the gentleman five minutes more. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York is recog

nized for five minutes more. 
Mr. CROWTHER. The fact that so many stations have 

taken wave lengths that are not sufficiently separated is the 
principal reason, and another reason is this: We bad an interna
tional week in January last year, when the listeners in this coun
try tried to bear European stations. The opportunity was abso
lutely lost and the· time wasted because of the great interference 
caused by the so-called regenerative sets. England at the 
heginning of radio dev·elopment had a little more vision than we 
bad in this country, and they have never allowed the use of 
single circuit, known among the boys as a "rock crusher" or 
•• blooper." They demanded that sets should be nonregenerative 
or · that there should be another tube or circuit that would 
block the transmission to tbe aerial, because when you over
develop the generation in a radio set your aerial becomes a 
sending wire as well as a reception wire. A one-tube set poorly 
op·erated, with the tube oscillating, will disturb reception on 
every other instrument within a mile. There are hundreds of 
thouf:!ands of these sets in existence, and they will probably 
continue to be a source of annoyance for some 'time to come. 

Now, we had 536 8tatlons and 89 wave lengths. Since that 
time there have been more thnn 100 stations built, and they 
have taken up those wave ~engths that they thought would be 
suitable without reference to the Department of Commerce 
regulations or whether it would interfere with anybody else or 
not. We have something like 104 new stations, and there are 
140 more now in course of building and preparation in this 
country. 

A great deal of fault has been found with the various radio 
bills that have been introduced. I do not know that I have 
much criticism of them. There bas always been expressed 
here the idea that somewhere, hidden in the language, there 
was something of trust influence ; that somebody was going to 
exert a tremendous influence and own the whole thing-own 
the air. The a ir is about as free as it can be. It is full every 
night, and there are so many broadcasting stations that when 
you listen it sounds like a "Veritable Tower of Babel, where you 
can diRcern neither language nor music. The White bill is, 
to my mind, the best bill, but both measures need some prun
ing. The Dill bill carries fi"Ve commissioners at $10,000 a year. 
There is no more need of fi\e commis ioners at $10,000 a year 
to regulate the art of radio than there is for a cat to have nine 
tails in addition to its proverbial nine lives. It can be done in 
the Department of Commerce. 

Mr. DA. VIS. Mr. Clwirman, will the gentleman yield? 
l\lr. CROWTHER. Yes. 
l\:Ir. DAVIS. The gentleman is aware of the fact that the 

Department of Commerce has 41 inspectors now? 
Mr. CROWTHER. Inspectors have specified duties to per

form. I am speaking of the es tablishment of regulations and 
'the al1oention of wave lengths. 

Mr. LAZARO. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield"l 
Mr. CRO.WTHER. Yes. 

Mr. LAZARO. I wi:ll say to the gentleman that the Secre
tary of Commerce, Mr. Hoo\er, told our committee he thought 
it was too much power to lodge in one man. He recommends 
an advisory commission at a per diem to be paid them when ' 
they meet. 

Mr. CROWTHER. I think there is enough capability and 
masterfulness among the present employees of the department 
to attend to this work. 

Mr. LAZARO. The gentleman understands, of course, that 
radio is in it'=! infancy, and that we must be absolutely sure 
that e\ery section of the country is given a square deal. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Oh, yes. There are geographical prob
lems that enter into the matter of wave-length distribution. 

Radio has been a perfect godsend to the blind, the crippled, 
and those who are confined to their homes or in hospitals. 

It carries cheer to the lighthouse keeper, and its ability to 
reach out into the ether equips the sailing masters of the great 
ocean liners with a new degree of confidence. 

It carries the church choir to the bedside, and the prayer 
and the sermon to the listener in the wilderness, as well as in 
the great cities. 

Mr. Chairman, I earnestly hope the conferees will soon report 
to the House and that we may have immediate action for the 
relief of an industry that is menaced with destruction. [Ap
plauAe.] · 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 
York has again expired. 

Mr. ZIHLl\IAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask for the reading of 
the bill for amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
[ll. R. 15668, Sixty-ninth Congress, second session] 

A bill authorizing the acquisition of a site for the farmers' produce 
market, and for other purposes 

Be it etlacted, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia be, and they are hereby, authorized and directed to acquire 
by purchase or condemnation a site for the farmers' produce market, 
and for this purpose there is hereby authorized to be appropriated 
a sum not to exceed $600,000, to be paid in like manner as other 
appropriations for the expenses of the government of the District of 
Columbia: Provided, That the said commissioners are further author
ized to close as a street and to use for the purposes of this act such 
portion of any public strel:lt adjacent to or within such site as an 
addition thereto as, in their judgment, the public interests will permit: 
Provided (tlrther, That no property owner shall thereby be deprived 
of agress from or ingress to his property : Ana provided further, That 
after the site herein authorized has _ been acquired, the square now 
occupied by the farmers' produce market shall be vacated by the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. CRAMTON. M:r. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend
ment. I have consulted the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
MooRE], and I hope the gentleman from l\faryland [1\Ir. ZillL-
:MAN] will accept it. · 

Mr. BLANTON. Where is that? 
1\Ir. CRAMTON. In line 5, page 2, is ' the word "agress." I 

had not seen it before. I find it is not in the dictionary in 
that form. There is, however, a word "aggress," to go forward, 
but that is not what is here intended. The word should be 
"egress." I move to strike out "agress " and insert "egress." 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Michigan. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment offered by Mr. CRAMTON: rage 2, line 5, strike out the 

word "agress" and insert in lieu thereof the word "egress." 

1\fr. BLANTON. l\lr. Chairman, tbe gentlemnn from Michi
gan ought to Clear the chairman of this committee, the gentle
man from Maryland [1\fr. ZIHLMAN], from this error, because 
such bills as this are always specially prepared in the office 
of the District Commissioners by the District Commissioners 
and are sent to the chairman for introduction and pnssnge, nnrl 
when errors like this appear in them they are errors of the 
District Commissioners' office, and not of the gentleman from 
Maryland. 

1\Ir. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the 
chairman what the purpose is in this bill of giving egress from 
ancl ingress to an owner's property? Is tbat to be a private 
right of way or a public right of way and is private property 
to be shut off entirely by the property to be acquired? 

1\Ir. ZIHLl\IAN. I think the bill itseli makes that clear. It 
says such portion of any public street adjacent to or within snell 
site. In other words, they could not close a puhlic street under 
the authority given by this act if it prevented the egress and 
ingress of anybody to their property. 
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Mr. LAGUARDIA. I have bad some experience with this 

very thing. If it is the purpose to acquire this property and 
build on it and the bill provides that no one ·shall be shut off 
from their right of egress and ingress then the District or the 
Government is going to be liable for heavy damages. Why can 
not that be provided for in the acquisition of the property and 
giving an easement to the original owner? 

Mr. ZIHLl\1AN. I will say to the gentleman that for this 
proposed market site there have been three sites suggested in 
vario~s parts of the city by the National Capital Park and 
Plamnug Commission. One of these sites is known as the 
Eckington site, the other as the mid-city site, f!lld the other as 
the South Washington site. One of the sites under considera
tion adjoins the Baltimore & Ohio Railroad, and between First. 
Street NE. and the Baltimore & Ohio Railroad there is a short 
street running from First Street up against the embankment 
of the Baltimore & Ohio Railroad. It is proposed in this bill 
to give authority . for the closing of blind streets running 
through this property or adjacent thereto. 
. Mr. LAGUARDIA. I understan,d that, but when you close a 
street you close it; you either close it or you do not. Is this 
to be a wholesale· market or a retail market? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Might I suggest it is not that we are to 
acquire some private property, but it is property which the 
Gover~m~cnt · already _owns. It is a street, and we give the 
commissiOners authority to close that street in their discretion 
and mal\:e such use of it as their discretion approves. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. That is clear. 1 
Mr. CRAMTON. With this one limitation, that no property 

owner shall thereby be deprived of egress from or ingress to 
his pwperty. The commissioners· can not close a street where 
it would ;result in a denial of egress from or ingress to other 
property. - · · 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Then if · they do that they will have to 
tunnel or find· some way of ' providing a mean~ of communica
tion for any who may o.wn property. · . 

1\fr .. CRAMTON. They · can not deprive the owner of private 
property of accessibility to his p_l'operty. 

M-r. ZIHLMAN . . As I un.derstand it is a. limitation on what 
they can do in the way of street closing under the authority 
given iu this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Michigan. . 

The amendment was agreeu to. 
l\lr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 

last woru in order to ask a question. This bill does not in 
any way change the present fiscal relation that exists between 
t11e Government and the District of Columbia with respect to 
the manner of appropriations? 

Mr. ZIHLMAN. In no way, I will say to the gentleman. 
That is my honest opinion. 

Mr. BLANTON. Tbe present $9,000,000 lump sum applies 
to this bill the same as to other appropriations? 

Mr. ZIHL!\IAN. That is my understanding of the language. 
1\Ir. BLANTON. Then I shall not offer any other amend-

ment. • 
Mr. ZIITLM:AN. I thank the gentleman. 
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the bill will be laid 

a side with a favorable recommendation. 
There was no objection. 

HOWARD UNIVERSI'l'Y 

1\ir. ZIHLMAN . ._ Mr. Chairman, I call up Senate bill 4445, 
a bill amending the act relating to the acquisition of land 
for the Howard University. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from !\faryland calls up 
a bill which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be. it enacted, etc.) That section 3 of the act entitled ".An act 

to enable the trustees of Howarti University to develop an athletic 
field and gymnasium project, auu for other purposes," approved June 
7, 19~4, is bereuy amended to reau us follows: 

" SEC. 3. That the Secretary of War is herel.ly authorized and 
dil'ected to convey to the trustees of the Howard University a tri
angular plot of land now included in McMillan Park anu sitnuted 
l.Jetween Fairmont Street, Fifth Street, anti the McMillan Park 
ncservoir at the price original1y paid by the United States for said 
property, subject to such terms and conditions as may be prescribed 
l.Jr the Secretary of War." 

1\lr. ZIHL~1AN. 1\lr. Chairman, this bill simply changes one 
word in the existing law. It changes the word " reconvey" to 
"convey." 

The Clerk read the bill for amendment. 
l\fr. ZIHLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 

that the bill be laid aside with a favorable report. 

The CHAIRMAN. · Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Maryland? 

There was no objection. 
OPENING OF NEW STREET . FROM GEORGIA AVENUE TO NINTH STREET 

1\Ir. ZII~LMAN. M:~. Chairman, I call up the bill (S. 2043) 
to authorize the opemng of a street from Georgia A vcuuc to 
Ninth Street NW., through squares 2875 and 2877, and for 
other purposes. 

The C.lerk read the bill, as follows : 
[ S. 2043, Sixty-ninth Congress, first session) 

Be it enacted, etc.) That under and in accordance with the provisions 
of subchapter 1 of Chapter XV of the Code of Law for the District 
of Columbia, within six months after the passage of this act, the Com
missioner_s of the District of Columbia pe, and they are hereby, author
ized and directed to institute in the Supreme Court of the District or 
Columbia_ a proceeding in rem to condemn the land that may be neccs-' 
sary t<_> open a street, appro~imately 80 feet in width, from Georgia 
Avenu~ to N,_Inth Street ~W., to include all of _ lots 895, 898, 89G," 
899, 9-7, 92v, 923, 928, _ 882, 883, and 884 in square 2875, and the 
south 80.84 "feet front by full depth of ·lot 931 in square 2877: Pro- · 
videcJ.J That of the amount found to lJe due and awarded by the jury 
in said proceeding as damages for, and in respect of, the land to be 
condemned for said street opening, plus the cost and expenses of the 
proceeding hereunder, such amount shall be assessed as benefits by the 
jm·y against the Washington Railway & Electric Co. and the CapiU!l 
Traction Co., respectively, in such proportion us the jury may find 
said companies to be benefited by the opening of said street whicll 
said assessement shall be vulid and subsisting liens against the fran
chises and properties or said ·rall_wa-y companies and shall be a legal 

. indeb~edness of said companies in favor of the District of ColumlJia; 
and ·the said lien ·or liens may be enforced in the name o.f the District 
of Columb~a by a bill in equity l.lrought hy the said commissioners in ~ 

the Supr~me . Court of said District or by any lawful proceeding; 
and such amount will be assessed b,v the jury as benefits, and to the 
extent of such benefit~. against the lots, pieces, or parcels of land on 
each side of.. said street and agai~st any and all other lots, piee~. ot· 
parcels of lund which the jury may find will be benefited · by the open
i~g of said ~treet under the provifiions of said. subchapter 1 of Chapter 
XV of the Code of Law for the District of Columbia. 

SEc. 2. That there is hereby authorized to be appropriated entit·ely 
out of the revenues of the District of Columbia an amount Rutficient 
to pay the necessary costs and expenses of the condemnation · proceed
ings taken pursuant hereto, and for the payment of the amounts 
awat·ded us damages, and the as1-1essments for benefits, when collecterl, 
shall be covered into the Treasury of the United States to the credit 
of the r evenues of the Disttict of Colnmbia. 

SEc. 3. That whenever in the judgment of the Public Utilities Com
mission of the District of Columbia it is deemed in the public interest, 
the said Washington Railway & Electric Co. shall be authorized and 
required to Construct the necessary tracks and to make the neCI!RSary 
connection for the purpose of operating its cars by the underground 
electric system over and along the street provided for herein by doul.Jl~ 
tracks from the tracks in Georgia Avenue to the tracks in Ninth 
Street and Florida Avenue ~W. 

SEc. 4. That the construction herein autborizeu shall be completed 
and car~; operated over the same within six months from the date the 
said Washington Railway & Electric Co. is o•·dered by said Public 
Uti1ities Commis>~ion to construct tracks anti make connections as pro
viued in section 3 of this act; that coincident with the operation of 
cars . o-ver the connecting route providell for herein, the ~·ashington 

llailway & Electric Co. shall cease to operate cars over the track& in 
Plorida Avenue between Seventh and Ninth Streets NW., now jointly 
used by said company and the saiU Capital Traction Co., and shall 
abanuon the usc of its tracl's in Georgia .dvenue from Flodda Avenue 
north to the connection · at the street provided for herein : Provided 
Tliat the Public Utilities Commis!-iion of the Dis trict of Columl.lia rna; 
authorize the use of said abandoned tracks whenever in its jutlgment 
such use mny be necessary in the public interest. 

SEc. 5. That if by reason of the discontinuance of the use in com
mon of the tracks iu FJoriUa Avenue between Seventh and Ninth 
Streets NW. by the Washington Railway & Electric Co. and the Cavit:.tl 
Traction Co. remuneration mAy be uuc to either of said companies l.Jy 
the otbet·, the terms of such r emunerat ion shall be mutually agreed 
upon, or in ca~e of disagreement the remuneration shttll be determined 
by the Public Utilities Commission of the District of Columbia, which 
is authorized and directed to grant a hearing to the interested parties 
and to fix the terms of said r emunera tion. 

SEC. 6. That the construction herein authorized shall be in. accord
ance with plans to be approved by the said commissioners. 

SEc. 7. That the said Washington Railway & Electric Co. shall have 
the same rights, powers, antl privileges over and respecting the con
neeting route herein provided for that it now has or hereafter may have 
by law over and respeetlng its other routes, and be subject in respect 
thereto to all the other provis ions of its charter and of law. 

/ 
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SEc. 8. That Congress ~serves the rl~ht to alter, amend, or repeal 

this act. 

:Mr. ZIHL~IAN (during tbe reading of t11e bill). Mr. Chair
man I a~k unanimous consent that the further reading of the 
uill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRi\IAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from l\Iar~'land? 

There was no objection. 
Tile Clerk rend the bill for amendment. 
:Mr. ZIHL~IAN. l\Ir. Chairman, I mo.-e that the committee 

do now rise and report the bills H. R. 10355 and H. R. 15668 
with amendments and tbe bills S. 4445 and S. 2043 without 
amendment with the recommendation that tile amendments be 
agreed to and the bills as amended do puss. 

Tl1e motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the committee rose ; and the Speaker pro tempore 

[Mr. TILSON] having re~ume<l the cba.ir, Mr. DowEIL, Chair
man of the Committee of fue 1\.,.hole House on tile state of the 
Union, reported tllat the committee bad had under considera
tion the bill (H. R. 10355) to authorize the construction of a 
nurses' borne for the Columbia Hospital for Women and Lying
in Asylum and the bill H. R. 15GG8, a bill authorizing the 
ac<1uisition of a site for the farmers' produce market, and for 
other purposes, and had directed him to report fue same back 
witll amendments, v.ith the recommendation that the amend
ments be agreed to and the bills as amended do pass; and. had 
al~So directed him to report to tl1e House that the comnuttee 
had also had under cousid.eration the bill S. 4445, an act 
to amen<l the act entitled ''An act to enable the trustees of 
Howard UniversHy to de1elop an ntllletic field and gymnasium 
project, an<l fot· other purposes," appro1ed June 7, 1924, and 
the bill ( S. 2043) to authorize the opening of a street from 
Georgia Avenue to Ninth Street NW., through squares 2875 
and 2877 and for other purposes, and had directeu him to 
report- tb~ same back to the House. without amendment, with 
tlle recommendation that the bills do pass. 

NURSES' HOl\fE FOR COLUMBIA HOSPITAL 

1\[r. ZIHLl\I.A.N. 1\Ir. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the bill ( S. 4393) to authorize the construction of. a n~rs~s' 
home for the Columbia Hospital for Women and Lymg-1n 
As:vlum be substituted for the bill H. R. 10355. 

~Ir. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, resc:rving the right to ob
ject, what is that bill? 

Mr. ZIHLMAN. It relates to the Oolumhia Hospital for 
'\omen and Lying-in Asylum and is the bill just considered 
and adopte<l by the committee. 

Mr. CRAMTON. 1\Ir. Speaker, as I understand it, the Senate 
hill , is now in the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
The request would have to make that fact clear and include 
discharge of the committee fTom its consideration. 

Tile SPEAh..~R pro tempore. The gentleman from Mary
land asks unanimous consent tilat the Committee on the Dis
trict of Columbia be discharged jrom the further consideration 
of tile bill S. 4393 and that it he substituted for the bill H. R. 
10355 which has just been considered by the Committee of 
the "~ole House on the state of the Union. Is there objection? 

There wns no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Tile Clerk will report the 

Senate bill. 
Tile Clerk read the title of the bill. 
'l'he bill ( S. 4393) was ordered to be read a third time, was 

read the tilird tin1e, and pnssed. 
A similar_ House bill was laid on the table. 

FARMERS' PRODUCE MA.RKE'l'--IIOW.ARD UNIVERSlTY--<lPE~l~G OF 
XIDW STREET, GEORGIA AVE..'\UE TO NL.,Tll STREET 

!\Ir. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask tmanimous consent that 
the amendments to the remaining bills which have been re
ported by the Cilairman of the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union to the House be considered as having 
been agreed to and the HonF:e bills be considered as having 
been engrossed, read a third time, antl passed, the Senate bills 
reud a third time and passed, and motions to recon::Uder laid 
on the tahle. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas 
asks unanimous consent tllat the amendments to the bill H. R. 
15668 be agreed to and tile bill engrossed, read a third time, 
and pas~ed; and that the bills S. 4445 and S. 2043 be read a 
third time and passed. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
A motion to reconsider tl1e votes by which tlle several bills 

were passed was laid on the table. 
The bill H. n. 12802, relath-e to Howard Un.iYel·sity, was 

ordered to be laid on the table. 

ESTA.TES OF Lt;NATICS 

1\Ir. ZIBLMA.N. Now, Mr. Speaker·, it is rriy purpose to call 
up a number of bills reported from the Gibson committee which, 
after investigation, had und~r consideration as to the commit. 
ment of lunatics and the appointment of guardians and trustees. 
I ask unanimous consent tbnt genel'al debate on these bills may 
be limited to 30 minute-s, oue-hal,f to be controlled by the gen-
tleman from TexRS and one-half by myself. · · 

Tile SPEAKER pro tempore. Are the bills on the Union 
Calendar, 

l\fr. ZIHLMAN. They are on the IIou~e Calendar. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is no general delmte 

on a Honse Calendar bill. Tile gentleman bas control of nn 
hour and he can yield time. If the gentleman askfl unani
mous consent that they be considered in the Houf::ie. as in Uom
mittee of the ·whole--

1\fr. ZIHLMAN. 1\Ir. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
these bills be considered in tile House as in the Committee of 
the Who~-e. 

l\Ir. CRAMTON. Will the gentleman indicate whnt the four 
bills are?· 

1\Ir. ZIIILl\I.AN. The four bills I l1ave referred to are H. R. 
12109, relating to the estates of lunnti.cs; H. R. 12110, relating 
to the accounts of guardians; H. R. J.2217, relating to the 
nppointmeut of trustees and commiftees; H. R. 12'218, amend
ing tile code reln.ting to the appointment of guardin.n. 

'J.'he SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from l\IarrJand 
asks unanimous eonsent that the four bills mentioned by Ilim 
may he conside1·cd in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 
I:-.; til ere objection? 

There was no objection. 
l\lr. ZIHLl\IAN. Now, I call up the bill (H. R. 12109) to 

amend section 115 (b) of subcilapter 3 of chapter 1, District or 
Columbia Code. 

The Clerk read the uill, as follows : 
[H. R. 12109, Sixty-ninth CongreRs, first session] 

Rc it enacted, etc., ~l.'llat section 115b of suhchi1pter 3 of chapter 1 
of the District of Columbia Code be amenued so as to reR<l as follows: 

"SEC. 11Gb. Estates of lnnatics: The snid eou·rt shall have full power 
and authority to superintend and direct the af'fnirs of persons non 
compos mentis, and to appoint a committee or trustees for such per
sons after bearing the nearest relatives of such person, or some ·of 
them if r esiiling within the jurisdiction of the court, and to make 
such orders and decrees for the care of theiL· persons and the manage
ment and preservation of their estates, including· the collection, S<lk, 

ex:chnnge, and reinvestment of their personal estate, as to the court 
may seem proper. In the event that the person has no known rda
tl>e residing within the jurisdiction of the court, then the court shall I appoint some disinterested person to net as guardian ad litP.m for such 

·person in the proceedings for the appointment of a committee or 
trustee. The committee or trustee shall account for all profit anu 
increase of the estate of such po.rson and the annual value thereof 
anu shall ~ credited for taxes, repairs, improYemeuts, expenses, aJJtl 
commissions not exceeding 5 per cent of thP. principal of tbe pet·sonal 
estate and on the annual income of the estate. 

1\Ir. BI .. ANTON. Mr. Speaker, I n~k recognition on the com
mittee amen<lment. I merely want to make it clear, 1\Ir. 
Speaker, in the debate on this hill that by the language of this 
committee amemlment the remuneration allowed the committee 
shall not exceed 5 per cent of the amount "collected and dis
bursed"; that under that language it means not that he ~llall 
receive 5 per cent on e.-erything collected ana an ndditional 
5 per cent on what is dit:bursed after he disburses it. It does 
not mean tilat he shall receive 5 per cent on the sum collected 
and the sum disbursed. I will a~k the gentleman from Ver
mont if tllat is not true ? 

1\Ir. GIBSON. It is the idcn of the sul.Jcommittee and of the 
committee .that he s1wuld receive 5 por cent--

Mr. BLANTON. Not 5 per cent on the sum collected, but 
only on what he collects and dit:bnrses. 

Mr. GIBSON. Only one o per cent. 
Mr. BLANTON. Suppose he received ftilO,OOO and. disbmsed 

nothing. He has not received 5 per cent OJ! the $10,000. .Be
cnuse if that is what the gentleman understands, I am agnmst 
the amendment. That is what bas been going on in the District 
of Columbia. That is what we arc intending to stop, and unless 
we stop that, tlle bill is ineffectual. Just because a committe-e 
collects $10,000 and puts it in the bank he is not entitled to 
have the court immediately allow Ilim a fee of $500. , 

1\lr. GILBERT. The language proposes just what the gentle
man wants to prevent. If he collected $10,000 he could not 
get 5 per cent until he disbursed. it. He must collect and dis
burse. There is no such thing as collecting without disbursiug .. 
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The committee has to ditilmrse it to somebody, and when he has 
both collec.:ted and disbursed, he gets 5 per cent. 

When you say o per cent of the amount collected and dis
bursed, he must do both. This language is an exact copy of 
the law of Kentucky. I used that in drafting this amendment 
because I was a judge of a court there in Kentucky before 
coming here, and this is the law of many States on that subject. 
It bus a well-defined meaning, as I have just given it to the 
Hou~e. The courts have uniformly held this language to mean 
they mn:;;t both receive and disburBe to get the 5 per cent. 

Mr. BLANTON. Docs the · gentleman from Vermont [Mr. 
GmsoN] agree to that? 

Mr. GIBSON. Yes. 
l\Ir. BLANTON. The gentleman from Vermont, who is the 

clwirmnn of the subcommittee, agrees to that construction of 
this bill? 

Mr. GIBSON. Yes; that was • ..the intention. 
Mr. BLANTON. The intention of tile committee? 
l\Ir. GIBSON. Absolutely. 
l\Ir. BLANTON. And the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 

ZIHLMAN], who is tile chairman of this committee reporting 
thi~ bill. agrees to that construction? 

l\lr. ZIHLMA.N. Yes. 
Mr. BLAN'l'ON. 'l'hat the money must be received and dis

burr.;ed hefore any 5 per cent is allowed? 
1\.1r. ZIIIL]:IAN. That was the intent of the committee., and 

if this bill does not do that we ought to amend it. 
l\lr. GILBERT. This language has been held by the courts 

to be the language to do that very thing. 
Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman from Kentucky knows the 

necesHity of letting this court down here know what we really 
intend nnd what we mean. 

The SPEAKER pro temp<>re. The time of the gentleman 
from Texas has expired. 

l\lr. BLANTON. l\1r. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for five minutes more. 

'l'he SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
'l'here was no objection. 
Mr. KING. :Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
l\lr. BLANTON. Y<'s. . 
Mr. KING. The gentleman understands, of course, that a 

f:Onrt in construing and trying to get at the legislati\e intent 
never gathers the different statements made by the legi~lative 
bony for that purpose, but its meaning i:o; always dmwn from 
other ~onrces. I think like the gentleman from Texas that 
there is grave doubt about that. 

l\lr. BLANTON. We ought to make it absolutely clear, and 
especially so, unless the gentleman from Vermont [l\lr. GIBsoN] 
see~ fit to properly revh;e his remarks in the beginning, be
cause if he does not there might be a misconstruction placed 
on this language by the court here. We have a hard time 
holding them in line on thi:;;, as my friend from Kentucky 
knows. 

1\fr. l\IOORE of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield'! 

::VIr. BLANTON. Yes. 
l\ir. l\IOORE of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, of course, I recog

nize the force of what has been said by my friend from Ken
tucky [1\fr. GILBERT] that in consh·uing language of this sort 
recourse is commonly had to the decisions of the courts in 
construing the same language, but nevertheless, unless it can 
be as~umed that the courts are uniform, there might be a 
doubt. There might be I'OOm here left for question. In <>ther 
words it is conceiYable that some court may take this language 
and ~~Y that o per cent shall accrue on collections and an 
additional 5 per cent on disburRements. We desire to avoid 
that. I ask the gentleman if this language would not make 
the intention perfectly clear-
five per cent of the amounts collected, if and when disbursed. 

l\Ir. BLANTON. I think it would, but I think we could 
make it even clearer than that by striking out the period and 
inserting a semicolon, with the following proviso: 

Provided, That only one such 5 per cent fee be allowed, and that 
it not be allowed until the money is both collected and disbursed. 

l\lr. l\100RE of Virginia. If I may suggest to the gentleman, 
I think we may save that verbiage by using the language that 
I have indicated. 

1\Ir. BLANTON. I wish the distinguished gentleman from 
Virginia would offer his amendment, which I agree to, and I 
shall not <>ffer one. 

l\lr. GIBSON. l\lr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BI;ANTON. Yes. 
1\:Ir. GIBSON. The gentleman from Texas and tile gentle

man from Vermont are in perfect accord as to the object to be 
accomplished. 

Mr. BLA~TTON. I am glad to hear that. 
1\h~. GIBSON. We want to do away with conditions now 

existing. 
1\:lr. BLANTON. With tllis double-fee system? 
Mr. GIBSON. Yes. The committee will agree to any amend

ment that will accomplish that. 
Mr. BLANTON. And I think the a.Qlendment suggested by 

the gentleman from Virginia is an excellent one, without cast
ing any aspersion upon the P<>Sition taken by the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. GILBERT]. 

M:r. l\:IOOHE of Virginia. I offer the following amendment, 
which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Amendment offered by ~1r . MoORE of Virginia: Page 2, line 17, after 
the word •· collected," insert the word "for"; and on line 17, after the 
word "and" insert tbc word "wllen,' ' so that the line as ::~mended 
will rC'ad: "exceeding a commission of G per cent of tbe amounts 
collected if and when disl.mrsed." 

The HPE.AKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment to tlw amendment. 

'l'hc amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. 1\fr. Speaker. · I offer the following as a 

substitute for the committee amendment. 
The ClNk read as follows: 
Amendment offered l.Jy ~It·. LAG.GARDIA as a substitute fot· committ·e~ 

:1mcndmcnt: Insert "'l'he court shall allow compensation for services 
rendrred by tbe committee ns follows: Five per cent on the first thou
sand dollars collected ami disbursed, 2lh per c~>nt on the next $:!.000 
collected and disbursed, and 1 per cent on each additional thousand 
dolb1rs collected and disbursed." 

Mr. L_.\GUARDIA.. 1\:lr. Rpeaker, this bill come~ hefort' us 
somewhat suddenly. 'Ve llave not bad access to the law fixiug 
the general sr tern of fet>s. In New York Oity we have a gradu
ated sy~tem in the same proportion as I have sugge~:>ted . Till:-; 
would not only protect ~mall eRtates but it wonhl nlso protect 
large estates. As the gentlemun from Texas [l\lr. BLA...""VTON] 
sug-gest~, very often the only labor devolving upon a commit tee 
is the receiving of a check and depositing it and paying it out, 
when he is relieved of his re~ponsibility. 

Kow, as to the initial ex--pense of opening books nn<l keepin~ 
the accounts of the committee, on the first $1,000, l3 per cent 
is allowed. and on the next $2,000, 2 1h per cent. and if the 
estate ·is large 1 per cent for collection and disbursement. 
Thut seems to me to be r.;uillcient to cover compensation for the 
~ervices rendered. If the e<>mmittee is compelled to go into 
court and sue or render extraordinary Sf'rvices, he cau tlleu 
apply to the court for special compensation, and tlle court will 
allow it. I believe that in fixing the rate nt 5 per cent in the 
case of a large estate it would involve a large fee. I believe 
we would be justified in limiting it becam;e mo:->t of the:-;e ca~t'~ 
are soldiers' ca~es. A graduated seale should be fixed and 
adopted. 

Mr. SCHAFER. 1\11'. Speaker, will the gentleman yieltl': 
:Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes. 
1\Ir. SCHAli~En. That would make it mandatory; 5 pet· cent 

for the fi1·st amount? 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. One thousand dollars. 
Mr. SCHAFER. What if some of these jndges came down 

to earth and allowed only a reasonable guardian fee and want 
to allow less than 5 per c·ent? 

1\ir. LAGUARDIA. It is 5 per cent on the first thom~and 
dollars. That i~'> a ·rea~onable fee. 

l\lr. BLANTON. Under this amendment a judge would not 
have to allow more than 2 per cent if he f.::aw fit. It would 
depend entirely on the circumstances of a particuhir case. 
We allow not more than o per cent of the amount collected 
and di::;;bur. ed. 

Mr. J,AGUARDIA. Considering- the experience we have had 
in recent months, I think the compensation should be placeu 
on a graduated scale. 

l\ir. BLANTON. I think our courts are operating just now 
on a more reasonable basis. I think the committee amend
ment is better than that of the gentleman from New York. 

l\Ir. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, in reference to the New York 
schedules I have a synopsis of them here. In New York 5 per 
cent is allowed on receipts and disbursements up to $2,000, 
and 2% per cent for receiving and paying out additional sums 
up to $20,000. 

1\:lr. LAGUARDIA. I knew we had o per cent and 2% per 
cent. I did not have the exact figures. From memory I came 
as near to it as I could. I think we should have a graduated 
scale, and that would answer all purposes and protect the 
s~all estates as well as the large. 
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'The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreei.Dg 

to the amen(lment oJTered l..ly the gentlemau from New Yorl;: 
[l'lll'. LAGGAnorA] to the committee amendment. 

The que.stion was taken, and the amenument to the amenu
meut was rejected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the committee amendment as amenued. 

'.rhe committee amendment as amended was agreed to. 
'l'be SPEAKEH. pro tempore. The questiou is on the en

grossment anu third reauing of the House bill. 
'l'he bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a thiru time, 

wa:-; read tlle third time, and passed. 
A motiou to reconsider tlle vote whereby the bill was passed 

was ordered to be laid on the table. 

ADDRESS OF HON. WII..LI..A.M E. BORAH 

Mr. SMITH. l\lr. Speaker, I a~k unanimous consent to ex
tenu my remarks in the RECoRD by printing an address deliYered 
hy Senator BoRAH, of Idallo. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Tbe gentleman from Idaho 
n..:k.;; unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the manner 
indicated. Is there objection? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Reserving the right to object, is it on 
the Fiubject of Nicaragua? 

l\fr. SUITH. No. His subject was Corruption in Political 
Campaigns and Law Enforcement. 

1\Ir. LAGUARDIA. I am sorry. 
Mr. BLANTON. That is one of the finest !O:pee~hes that the 

~entlema.n from New York ever read. 
C£.1he SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re

(JUest of the gentleman from Idaho? 
'.rhcre was no objection. 
!Ir. SMITH. 1\fr. Speaker, at the banquet given by the Com

mittee of One Thou::;aud for Law Enforcement at the New 'Vil
lard Hotel in this city, Thursday c"ening lnst, the senior Sena-
1 m· from my State, Hon. 'VILLIAM E. BoRAH, delivered a very 
able aud eloquent address on the subject of corruption in politi
eal eampaigns and law enforcement which, because of his long 
!-:ervicc in the Senate anu the high position he holds in the coun
dh; of tlle Nation, should l..le pre:serve<l in the Cor.oRESSlO~AL 
RECORD. 

'.rl1e uddre!'R of Senntor BoRAH is as follows: 
COUUUPTIOX I~ rOLI'fiCAL CAliP.AIGNS A~D LAW Jol::\"Jl'ORCE~IRXT 

We :ue going to hold a great national refercnuum in 1028. This 
mar or mnr not be n. matter of comfort to those who have recently 
1lL<>closed an uncommon interest in certain kinus of referendums. In 
that year thP. American people will choose a President, every Memhcr 
of the IIou!-le of Representative~, anu one-third of the Senat!'. The 
g-reat political partif'S will put forth their platforms and make their 

· HPll('al to the voters. It Is the most impressive t>xertion of political 
power upon the part of the people that takes place in any country or 
un1ler any flag. There is no finer exhibition of popular rule, and I 
1loubt if there can be a more accurate survey of public opinion than 
may be had in tbe choosing of a Chief Magistrate. I! the issues are 
framed in sincerity and the political parties deal in candor, I know of 
no l>PttPr method to test the ~ent.iment or record the judgment of the 
.\merican people. It is thP way contemplated by the framers of our 
GovPrnmPnt, it harmonizes with the practice of more than a century, 
and its accuracy is such that no man need shrink from the test who 
lwlieves in his principles and has confidence in the intelligence of the 
people. It is in this way that the great issues of the past have been 
t-etUed. It .was this tl'ibunal wbicb sat in judgment upon the alien 
aud sedition laws, the bank of lhf' United States, the extension of 
Rla very, the preservation of the Union, and all the great problems, 
the settlement of whi<.:h is now a matter of history. It is a source of 
great pride as we look back and of assuring confidence as we look 
forward that in these great con tests the final judgment of the Ameri
can people has lleen ingularly free from error. Thom.'l.s Jetrerson, 
who knew more about politics and people combined than any man of 
his time, if not all time, was never weary of saying that a free people 
should return from time to time to the consideration of first prin
ciples. It seems to me it would be well to have the judgment of the 
American people upon some of those first principles in 1028. 

We arc now passing through-! hope we are passing through-a 
period of unparallelPd corruption, direct or consequ('ntial, in American 
politics. '.rhc employment of fabulous sums of money for the purpose 
of controlling elections and the astounding malieasance in public office 
have made our days as da.rs of prominence in per.ve1·ted public service. 

The conditions are serious enough, and our treatment of the evil 
bif.ls fair to be correspondingly hesitant and ineffective. We ·seem 
prepared to say to the American people : We have succeeded in exposing 
a few individuals who have been guilty of exceptional misconduct 
and we will punish them as a warning for all men who would 
tarnish the purity of our politics. It is proper to deal -with indl>idunls, 
but it would be nothing less tba.n a surrender in the fight for clean 

goHrumcnt to stop there. TllC' problem r:-m not lle solvcll by llPaling 
with inlli>iuuals alone. The thing with which we have to conteml is a 
system-a sordiu ~.rstcm-of politics, wl.Jicb, if continued, will in tim() 
S('riously a..trect our whole fabric of govcmment. I maiut:tin om· prPH
ent deplorable and humiliating situation is the legitimate fruit of the 
practice of tile last no yE:'ars-tbe incvital.Jlc bane::.t of our own llclil.J
era tc and persistent planting. 

.A gentleman in Chicago int ere te<l in certain lint's of business con
tributes hca>ily to a friend·s campnigu who is in puLlic position to 
sN·ve his interests. '.fllis, sir, is funuamentully the basis of all tlwse 
large campaign contributions. It was and is no uilrerent, bad as it is 
an<l indl'fensii.Jle as it is, from accepting contrllmtions of those 
vitally concerned with tariff duties, the rt>U.ucHon of income taxes, 
1be enforcement of trust laws, and like matters, as we are constantly 
doing in every political campai~n. We continue to tolerate this prac
tice Uf'C'UUse, during the Jnst no years, we ha\·e been inm·ed to the 
progrn m. Bn t it is an inRult to ~ in telllgence and a challenge to 
the seuse of decency of tl1e Amel'ican people to tell them that such 
a practice does not in the end hcnd their Government in the tlirec
tion of und to the service of Eeltisll and !!peclal interests-b('nd H 
to the benefit of the few a.nd to the injury and disparagement of tile 
many. 

'l'be man who has been singled out for unfavorable comment from 
one enu of the country to the other because of the unusually la.r~e 
sums of money he collected for use in the renm;ylvanla primary cam
paign I the same gentleman who has bt'e.n selected in many national 
campaigns to raise large sums of money, aull from the same people 
and for exactly the same purpose. 

I am familiar with Ills testimony and llis work in both capacities, 
and I find be 1Wt>nt to the same class of contributors and doubtless with 
tLe same pledges iu both State and national campaigns. It must ha>e 
been a matter of some surprise to this veteran ol many well-foug-ht 
campaigns to find that his sen·tces were no longer appreciated and that 
thf'r<' was a difference in morals and in law between raisiug flnanC'es in 
a State for a primary and in a Nation for the election of a national 
ticket. Let us look this matter ~qnare in the face. We have got to go 
farther nnd dig deeper if we are going to get nt the roots of this evil. 
Thet·e ls no difference, it seems to me, in morals ln taking money ft·om 
those interl:'sted in electin~ a Senator who, as they believe, will fa\'or 
their interests than takin~ mon ey from the same people for the Anme 
purpose to s~cure the success of a party in national campaigns. I am 
not nearly so much concerned alJout direct and specific acts of corrnp· 
tion, such as thP- buying of a vote or the buying of an indiviuual pnl•lic 
ollicer, as I am in that method which in a thousatHl subtle ways nl!ects. 
legislatiou and public admlniAtration. The people are intcrestt>d iu nnu 
more permanently affected by the laws whicu we pass than by tbe 
dt!falcations of an indiviUual. The question of public concern is: Do t lle 
laws ('nacted express the convictions of men frE'e of all Lias, ohlig•Jtions, 
conscious or unconscious, are they framed in t11e iutereflts of the pul.J
Uc, or are tJ1ey frameu in the interests of those who more than all 
others contt·ibute to the successful financing- of the party? That is the 
prolllem wl.Ji<:h is really herl', a problem which I trust is going to receive 
the conside1·ation of the American people. 

It h; urged by some, and no doubt with sine •rity, that if we rf'peal 
the primary laws this will clean the Augean stables. The thing is not 
so simple. Is there no corruption in our politics save iu the primary? 
Have not the most astounding derelictions been elsewhere? One wou1u 
suppose that the body politic were entirely free !rom the leprosy of 
venality save as to the pr:imary. These primm·y expenditures are llllt 
items ln the general indictment which stands against us. Whate\'Cl' 
may be the merits or demerits of the pt·imary, it:B abandonment woult.l 
not solve, or even start to solve, this problem. As a matter of !uct, 
thet-e De\·er was and ne-rCI· can be a more available anu efficient in
strument for selfish and sinister polil.ics than the moucrn politic:ll 
convention. 

Corruption see.ks to concentrate power. It can deal most effcctinly 
where it can deal in secret and with a few. You will recall that in 
1920 there was a deliberate and we1l-organizt'u effort to bny the nomi
nation for the Presidency. Those who were iu that convention will 
never eft'acc from their memory its sordid, covetous atmospllere. "\\"e 
are still dealing with matters which were hatched in that convention. 
Let the machine be what it will, whether convention or primary, H 
wlll do the service of the system. There wt>re no primaries in the days 
of Walpole., when the cashier is said to llave stood in the gangway 
and paid off the members of Parliament for their votes. There were 
no primaries in tile days of George III when elections were controlled 
and members managed through royal favors and money. :No; the pri
mary is not the scapegoat. It may go iuto the wiluerncss, but our 
sins will remain. The pre\-alcnce of money in our politics springs from 
a more profouud and more persistent cause. Its great nnuP.rlying 
cause is the fact that the Go>ernment is coming more and more to 
deal with and vitally aliect all tbe pri>ate concerns, business nnd 
financial, more and more to control and shape the means aud methods 
by which vast wealth may be acquired. Inevitauly, under sueb cir
cumsta"nces there will be found those wbo seck to control the machin
ery which 1s supposed to control them. Inevitably there will be those 
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also who go In that direction for help and are willing that their 
campaigns be paid for by those most deeply interested. Men do not 
buy elections for amusement. '.rhey seek to control elections in order 
that they may control le~islatlon and policies. This is a probleDf with 
which we have to deal. It is one of the problems growing out of the 
times and conditions in which we live. Its solution will go far toward 
answering the queAtion still unanswered : Will democracy be able to 
cope with the problem of modem life ? 

Compared with the problems which these conditions present, com
pan·d with the task of insuring to the people of this country clean 
politics and clean government, of keeping the road to public honor 
open to m<.'rit and character, all other questions seem subordinate. 
Without a clean uallot and a clean government, there can be no democ
racy. If the popular \Yill be thwarted through the interposition of 
the purchasable few, or be betrayed by those who have been trusted, 
democracy becomes first the tool of tile selfish and the unscrupulous and 
at lust the plaything of the mob. Economy, tax reduction, tariff, 
and kindred subjects, by no means unimportant, are nevertheless inci
dental to the obligati{)n of keeping the ballot free from the dominance 
of money. 

'l'bese questions which have of late occupied our attention in cam
pnigns have thdr place. But we must realize that there is something 
more. Man can not live by bread alone. Business initiative and busi
n<.'ss organization are not to be disparaged; but that which makes for 
stability of ins titutions, for permanent national wealth and power are 
clean government, clean politics, and impartial administration of jus
tice, and, last but not leas t, law-abiding, clean, incorruptible citizens. 
We have learned in these days that laws do not of themselves protect 
property. We have learned that constitutions do not of themselves 
guarantee liberty or insure justice. We know, or ought to know, that 
title to property and security to life depend at last upon clean politics
in other words, upon the influence and forces which dominate politics. 
Political parties are qunsigovernmental institutions. It is by means 
of parti's that responsibility is attempted to be fixed for legislation, for 
administration, and for national policies. It seems a defect in our 
system to permit su ch quasigovcrnmental institutions to go about b<.'g
ging or accepting great gifts and donations, thereby incurring obliga
tions, express or implied-gifts and donations which if given to an 
individual in public office would be denounced as a bribe, as the worst 
f orm of corruption. Yet no public officer is more n early related to the 
pnblic interests and by no means so powerful in shaping public affairs 
a s a great political organization. It must !Je a sound maxim of gov
ernment that institutions which control legisla tion, direct administra
tion, and snstain or ucfeat national policies should not be financed by 
private capital. It would be infinitely better for the people or this 
country, and it would come back to them a thous:1nd times in the 
!Jenefits of a clean public service, to have these political parties treated 
a s quasigovernmcntal institutions to the extent at least of the Govern
ment taking cat·e of the actual legitimate cost of a campaign rather 
tllan to encounter the evils of this private financing. Wben we con
template the future, with its stupendous business organizations and the 
natural dominancy of wealth, it se<'ms utterly ruinous to consider that 
our political parties are to continue to be tbe recipients of tbe gifts 
anu donations of great ,business interests. And, lest I be misunder
stood, I do not r<.'gard the business interests more to blame than 
political parties. 

The people have a right to ask the political parties and the leaders 
how long we are going to accept locally or nationally contributions 
from those lmown to have special interests in or are directly aficcted 
JJy legislation and the policies of the Government. If this policy con
tinues, legislation and administration will more and more r ecord the 
fact. If we are ·not willing to change this practice, statutes passed 
in the interest of clean elections will be but of little avail, and am
bassadorships, judgeships, marsbalships, tariffs, trust legislat ion, and 
the enforcement of trust laws will more and more record the influence 
of the practice. If this system is to be continued, the expelling of a 
Senator now and then, however thoroughly justified the proceedings 
of themselves may be, will in the end accomplish nothing more than 
satisfying for a season the righteous indignation of the people. 

What program are the political parties going to present to the 
people on this important question in 1928? The time bas come to deal 
with it in a national way and with all the moral force of the Ameli
can people. The people will not be content, in my judgment, with the 
dull generalities of the ordinary political platform. When the power 
of the people over their government is involved they will not be satis
fied with the pious declarations of their candidates denouncing corrup
tion or the usual display of platituillnous hypocrisy that if our party 
gets in it will clean out the rascals. This problem can not be solved 
by resolutions in a political convention. It can only be solved by the 
thorough arousing of public opinion and by the absolute renunciation 
of the practices and policies which have so long obtained and the 
dreadful consequences which are all about us. It is the one great 
problem growing out of business and politics, one of the searching 
questions put up to us in a new form and in an aggravating way never 
before experienced by any people. Athens could not solve the problem. 

The dying Demosthenes sent back hls plea from the grave in vain. 
Rome could not solve the problem-even as Cicero exposed with its 
evils and its widespread ramifications the prople already infected were 
paying the forfeiture of their sins. But England has to a marked 
degree solved the problem. She has done so because of her sturdy 
and virile citizenship and because the great leaders came finally to 
understand that political parties ha d to make the t·enunciation. We 
have dill'erent elements here to contend with and different factors, 
and all upon a more stupendous scale. But we, too, can solve the 
problem. Vi'e have the sturdy, virile, :toyal people, and they will 
respond to the call of duty. I am in favor of t est ing the judgment 
of the American people on this, the first principle of democracy. 

My friends, may I invite your attention to another " first principle " 
to which under the admonition of the great political philosopher, ~It·. 
J ll'erson, and particularly under the circumstances and conditions now 
obtaining, we may profitably recur in 1928. We have lawlessness of 
individuals and enough in this country. It has been a subject of deep 
interest, if not of alarm, to journaUsts, and publicists anu laymen 
alike. But the most significant and startling feature of this unwelcome 
phase in our national life is the proposal to elevate lawlessness into 
a principle of government and clothe it with all the sanctity of an 
inalienable right. If we pierce through the metaphysical maze which 
envelops this contention, it will be found to amount to simply this: 
If I do not like a law, it is my patriotic duty to disregard it, to break 
it, and to encourage all other people to do likewise. 

I am not going to trespass upon your time by going back over the 
history of the adoption of the eighteenth amendment. Neither do I 
propose to discuss the wisdom or unwisdom of its adoption. That mat
ter was settled according to our theory of government when it ·was 
adopted and can not be an issue again until it is proposed to repeal 
it. It does not elucidate the theme wllicb engages me to-night to 
rliscuss it. But there the amendment is, a part of the Constitution, 
the law of the land, biuding every individual, every official, State or 
national, anu striking down of its own force all laws in contravention 
of its terms. So long as it remains unchanged, no one can legally or 
morally manufacture or Rell intoxicating liquor for be-.erage purposes 
anywhere within the wide domain of the United States. So long as 
this remains a government of law, there are only two things to do, 
enforce it or repeal it. Those who urge its r<.'peal arc acting within 
tllelt· unuisputcll rights, and as for me, I have no desire to criticize tbe 
course which they are taking. It is one of the blessings of free gov
ernment that people have a right to urge the enactment and the repeal 
of laws. 

But there is a different program proposed and to that I am going 
to direct attention for a brief moment. It is proposed by political 
leaders and educators to build up puiJlie opinion so as to make the 
Constitution a dead letter, not repeal it but disregard it. It i~:~ pt·o
posed to let it stand, and notwith tanding it remains a part of the 
Constitution,- to nullify it, trample it under foot, and that it is con
tended is a wise and patriotic course to pursue and perfectly sound 
as a principle of free government. 

Let me recur to the ar~;mn<.'nts and quote the language of those who 
insist upon this policy. I shall quote at ranuom: "He who obeys .a 
law whi<.'h is wrong contributes by tllat to the final debacle, the in
tensity of wllich is increased because delayed by that obedience." This 
is an appeal, first, to lawbreaking as a correct principle of government, 
and, secondly. a denunciation of obedience to law, the rock fofindation 
upon which republics rest. Who decides that the law is wrong? IIow 
do we deci de that it is wrong? In a government of order and law that 
i;; deci•lcu Ua·ough _ the processes pointed out in the constitution or the 
frame work of government. In a government of disorder and violence 
it is di!cideu as here proposed, by every man taking the law into his 
own hnnds . You will readily recall conditions in countries where this 
vicious principle prevails. They are countries wllere property is the 
luxury of the strong, where the voice of the people is silent, and where 
security of life may be blown away by any faction coming into power. 

"If a large number of citizens are conr-inccd that the national pro
hibition act compel s them to live liws of hypocrisy. cowardice, and 
servility, they will feel no moral obligation to observe the law. On tbe 
contrary, they will develop an esprit aud morale in . the breaking of it 
in the name of patriotism." Is this doctrine peculiar to a prohibition 
law? May it be limited in its effect to a prohibition law? If once the 
poison is put out, can you circumscribe its spread? If a number of 
citizens feel that our laws of property force them to live lives of servil
ity and abject dependence it is clearly their duty under this doctrine to 
develop an esprit and morale in breaking down such laws and all in 
the name of patriotism. There are plenty of people in the world, for
tunately not many of them here, who think just that, and these same 
people who preacll the above doctrine call upon us to crush them down 
as a menace to civilization. Break the law in the name of patriotism! 
The American system is to repeal the law in the name of patriotism. 
If you love the principles upon which this blessed Republic is foundeu, 
you will seck to obey the law until, according to the processes of gov
ernment, the people in their wisdom see fit to repeal it. And if it is 
wrong the people will repeal it, as the people do not want laws which 
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nre wrong In principle. There Is no safer juuge as to a righteous 'law 
than the judgment of the people, that ;ast mass of intelligence and 
character upon whom our institutions depend for perpetuity. 

"Some people go so far ns to say that this nullification of statutes 
ls wrong in practice as well as theory; that the best way to get rid 
of a law is to enforce it. But the cost of b•ying to compel obedience 
to a law which violates the conscience of the considerable minority of 
the p<.'Ople or the traditional usages and prh-ileges of anything like 
a majority is usually too great." This is the doctrine put out by a 
dis tinguished educator whose business it is to train and direct the 
minds of American youth. In plain, unadorned language this says that 
if a considerable crowd can be gathered together, they are perfectly 
justified in breaking the law, in defying the authorities. The learned 
professor says nothing about the right and the power of. the people to 
c!Jange laws, the right of the people to repenl laws, but assumes that 
the only way the people can deal with the law is to break it. There 
is no law upon the statute books which may not be repealed: There 
is no pro'\"'ision of the Constitution which may not be changed. I want 
to ask you: What would be the condition of this country in a single 
fortnight if every law displeasing to a considerable number of people 
were disregarded, some disregarding one law and some disregarding 
another. Whose home would be safe? Whose happiness would be 
secure? IIow long would we enjoy the blessings of orderly regulated 
liberty? And why does he speak of a " considerable minority "? It it 
is good, it is good as a matter of principle, not dependent upon num
bers, and just as good for a single individual as for a group. 

Again it is saiU: "The attitude (of those who disbelieve in the law) 
should be one of acquiescence in and encouragement of the process of 
nullification." Here is your doctrine. No repeal. No respect for the 
orderly processes of government, but nullification is the general law
breaking violence. lly all means, let's have the judgment of the 
American people upon this policy. Let's recur to this "first prin
ciple" to find what the people think of this doctrine of lawlessness. 

nut let us tum from these teachings to saner counsel and to some
what safer leadership. In one of the statements sent out to the 
counb·y by those who are advocating the doctrine to which I have 
referred, you will find a sentence to this etl'ect: "The nullification of 
the fugitive slave law developed men like Abraham Lincoln." 

This seems to be a clear statement to thC' Pffect that Abraham 
Lincoln, as to the fugitive slave law, advocated nullification. The 
very reverse is true--he gave his life for the inteJ;!rity of the Con
stitto.tion. As far back as in 1858 he declared in a public speech : 
" I have always hated slavery." I do not believe you will find among 
all his letters and public addreRses the use of t!Jis word "hate," sa'\"'e 
in connection with the institution of slavery. The word seems never 
to have passed his lips except when speaking of human bondage. He 
<lid bate sla'\"'ery. But while he bated slavery he was devoted to our 
institutions and believed in our Constitution. "I have always hated 
slavery, but I hnYe always bf'en quiet about it until this new 
era. • By the Constitution all assented to it-slavery-in the 
State where it exist~:; . We ha'\"'e no right to interfere with it, because 
it is in the Constitution, and we are by both duty and inclination 
bonnu to stick by that Constitution in all its letter and spirit from 
the beginning to the end." 

Speaking of the fugitive slave law, he said : "We must not with
bold an efficient f11gitive slave lnw, because the Constitution requires 
us, as I understand it, not to withhold such a law." In one of the 
most notable occa!'ions in his career he declared: "Our safety, our 
liberty, depends upon preserving the Constitution of the United 
States, as our fathers made it inviolate." 

It does not seem to me quite fair to quote Abraham Lincoln 1n 
favor of nullification, for I take it t!Jat no sevet·er test could have been 
placed upon his loyalty to the Constitution than to place ~avery 
upon the one side and the Constitution upon the other and ask him 
to choose his course. He chose his course and never fnltered. He 
did not belong to that group of political philosophers who think 
because a law is wrong that you have a right to defy it, and that 
bf'causo a. · constitutional provision does not suit your view of right
eousness that you have a right to nullify it and trample it uuuer 
foot. 

" The basis of our whole political system is the right uf the people 
to make and alter their constitutions of government, but the Con
stitution which at any time exists until changed by an explicit and 
authentic act of the whole people is sacredly obligatory upon all. 
The wry idea of the power and the right of the people to establish 
Go'\"'ernment presupposes the duty of every iudlvlduul to obey the 
eF:tablisbed Government." Those are the words of one who knew 
something about republics, for he, more than any other one man, 
helped to build the only real Republic that bas ever existed upon this 
enrth. H e led our Revolutionary Army to victory. He presided over 
the convention which framed the Constitution and be guided our 
Nation through its first perilous years. He has won the right to 
speak and to speak to us. He speaks, in my juugment, the true voice 
of the American people at this hour. He speaks for those principles 
of govcrument under which we ba'\"'e gathered strength and won glory. 
If there are those who sincerely believe that it is wise now, at this 

time, to engraft upon the doctrine of Washington the doctrine of 
nullification, the doctrine of personal lawlessness, or group lawlessness, 
let them put forth their platform and name their canuidate. 

MUSCLE SHOALS 

Mr. HILL of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con
sent to extend my remarks by inserting a letter written by 
ex-Chief Engineer of the Army, Gen. Lansing H. Beach, on 
Muscle Shoals. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re
quest of the gentleman from Alabama? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HILL of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, under leave granted 

me I place in the RECon.o the letter of Maj. Gen. LanRing H. 
Beach, former Chief of Engineers of the Army, to Sen a tor 
LAWRENCE D. TYSON under date of October 15, 1!>26. I place 
this letter in the RKcono not only because it contains a wonder
ful amount of interesting history about Mus<:le Shoals and gives 
in detail the sto.ry of the l!,ord offer, but because it tells of the 
signal service rendered by Col. J. W. \Vorthington, the distin
guished chairman of the Tennessee River Improvement Asso
ciation, in securing the offer of Henry Ford for Muscle Shoals. 

The matter referred to is as follows : 

lion. L. D. TYSON, 

HOTEL P ENNSYLVAXIA, 

New York City, October 1:i, 1926. 

United States Se11ator, Kno~rvil.lc, Tenn. 
MY DEAR SE~ATOR: I arrived in Washington this week from Cali

fornia, coming here to sail on the Caronia to-morrow for Europe. 
Since coming here I havP. read with astoni~:;bmcnt and great regret 

the unfair attack by the Manufacturers Record on Mr. Waldo and the 
Tennessee Ri'\"'er Improvement AssociaUon . The thing, howe'\"'er, that 
surprises anu distresses me most Is the charge made by Mr. Cnmpbell, 
manager of your chamber of commerce (of which you are a director) , 
that Jir. Waldo and Colonel Worthington ha\·e been working again~t the 
interests of the Tennessee Valley. 

1\Iy interest in the development of the Tennessee Rl'\"'cr for the 
upbuilding of the Tennessee Valley bas not gro\·vn less but even more 
since I retired as Chief of Engineers and was in charge of the lmiluing 
of the Wilson Dam and the survey of the Tennessee River. 

As my stay in Europe will be inuefinitc, I do not want to sail without 
testifying to the loyalty of Messr s. Huston, Worthington, anu Waluo, anu 
the fine work of the Tennessee River Improvement Association. I 1lo 
not know any better way of doing this than to write to you. 

During my -tcrvice as division engineer of the central division, 
which included the Tennessee River among others, and later as Chief 
of Engineers, I had an opportunity not afforded to many to find out 
the loyalty of these gentlemen who arc now charged with diRloyalty 
to the Tennessee Valley. They cooperated fully and fr eely at all times 
in everything tending toward the improvement of the Tennessee River, 
and there were occm;ions on which they greatly asRisted the Qoyern
ment in providing data and deta ils for which the Go'\"'ernment had no 
funds available at the time. I many times wished that similar com
P" tent and efficient organizations had existed on other rivers. 

You can not imagine my astonishment, after all this, at rca lling 
these charges and my amazement at the suggestion in the editorial 
published in the Chattanooga Times t!Jat :Mr. Huston and hlr. Waldo 
should resign from the Tennessee River Improvement Association. I 
can not see bow anybody acquainted with the work of the Tennessee 
River Improvement As ·ociation anu all that it bas accomplished coulu 
make such charges. 

When I read this statement in tbe Chattanooga Times about :VIr. 
Huston, it occurred to me that tbe Chattanooga 'l'imes could Just as 
well have suggested that Senator U:-.DIIlUWOOD resign. Senator UNDER
wooD and hlr. Huston both stand together against the power com
panies' offer for Muscle Shoals, and stand togethex· for the American 
Cyanamid Co.'s offer. 

As I leave for Europe I want to leave with the people of the Ten
nessee Valley an expres. ion of my admiration o! the Rplendlu fight 
which the Tennessee River Improvement Association bas made and my 
confidence in the three men who have led lt-Hus1on, Wort!Jlngton, 
and Waldo. It was a privilege to enjoy the confidence of these men 
when I was Chief of Engineers, and it was a great aid to me to have 
their help. I learned to respect the facts they presented about the 
Tennessee River, and many times I adopted them. 

When I read these attacks ronde upon t!Jese three officers of the 
Tennessee River Improvement Association, my mind went buck to the 
negotiations with Henry Ford. In the spring of 1021, when I, a!! 
Chief of Engineers, sent out invitations to all parties that I could think 
of who might be interested in making a proposition to the Govern
ment for its Muscle Sbonls properties, the power companies replied 
to my invitation to the effect that ncitht'-1' the Government with its 
own capital nor private capital could afford to complete the Wilson 
Dam and power development there. 

I sent for Colonel Worthington, chairman of the executive committee 
ot the Tennessee River Improvement Association, on April 1, 1021, and. 

\ 
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told him that it seemed that I would get no offer for Muscle Shoals. 
He replied, " Send Henry Ford an invitation." On April 2, 1921, I sent 
Mr. Ford the following invitation: 

HE:-i'RY FORD, D etroit, Mich. 
SIR: 1. The Secretary of War bas uirected me to ascet·t::tin what 

arr.a.ngemcnts can be made to derive a reasonable return upon the invest
ment if the United States completes the dum and hydraulic-power plant 
at l\luscle Shoals, Tennessee River. 

2. If you are interested, I woulu be plea.sed to discuss the mutter 
with you at this office at the earliest date that may be mutually 
uetermined. 

3. It is desired to develop the matter and come to a conclusion at as 
early a date as possiblo. 

Very .truly yours, 
LANSING H. BEACH, 

Major General, Cllicf of Engineers. 

On the 8th of April Mr. Ford's office called me by telephone and 
stated that Mr. Ford was interested, and on April lu Mr. Liebold, 
general sect·etary to Henry Fort.l, wrote me the following letter: 
1\laj. Gen. LANSING H. llEAcn, 

ll'ar Depa-rtment, Chief of Enginee1·s, Washington, D. 0. 

MY DEAR GENERAL: On behalf of Mr. Ford, the writer aclmowledges 
receipt of you~· letter of April 2 and also telephone conversation of the 
8th instant. 

Inasmuch as Mr. Ford is contemplating a visit to Muscle Shoals with 
respect to the property in question, he is anxious to have you send a 
representutive out at your earlietlt convenience. May I have the 
pleasure of hearing from you in r<'gard to the matter, and . oblige? 

Very truly yours, 
E. G. LilllBOLD, 

General Secretary to Henry Ford. 

It was impossible for me to go to Detroit to confer with Mr. Ford. 
Colonel Worthington offered to go, but I explained to Colonel Worth
ingfon that I rould nbt give him any otncial status. He stated that 
he diu not desire any; that the facts about Muscle Shoals did not 
require any. I therefore wrote Mr. l!~ord on April 13, as follows: 

Mr. E. G. LIF.BOLD, 
The Ford Co., Detroit, Mich. 

DEAR SIR : In response to your telephone inquiry of last week, I 
have to inform you that it will be impossible for me to come to De
troit to di14cuss with you the question of utilization of power to be 
produced by the big dam at MuElcle Shoals. As I myself have con
ducted the negotiations with all the other parties who have diRplayed 
an interest in this matter, I do not care to delegate this questiou to 
some one else, and it being impossible for me to come, I would ask 
that yon or Mr. Ford, or anyone whom he may designate as his repre
sentative, confer with me at this otnce if you are sufficiently interested 
to go into the matter. 

The improvement of the Tennessee River, both with regai"u to 
navigation and water power, has been advocated for several years 
by the Tennessee River Improvement Association. Mr. J. W. Worthing
ton, one of the vice presidents of that association and chairman of 
the executive committee, informs me that he will come to Detroit 
and go over the situation with you. 1\Ir. Worthington is familiar 
with all the details in the matter and as thoroughly acquainted with 
every feature of the case . as anybody in the country; and while lle 
is not a representati-ve of this otnce, I believe he can give you such 
information as will enable you to fully decide as to whether you wish 
to come here and go over the matter with me or not. 

I am sending a copy of this letter dit·ect to l\Ir. Ford, to cover the 
contingency that I did not understand your name correctly over the 
telephone. Mr. Worthington will bring a copy of the letter with him 
as an identification. 

Very truly yours, LANSING H. llEACII, 
Major Gcrwral, Chief of E11ginee·rs. 

(Copy mailed Mr. Henry Ford, Ford Co., Detroit, Mich., and copy 
banded Mr. Worthington to take in person to l\lr. Liebold as means of 
iden tinea tion.) 

Colonel Worthington was not very well and did not leave for 
Detroit promptly, and I received the following letter from Mr. Liebold, 
dated 1\Iay 18: 
l\laj. Gen. LANSING H. BEACH, 

Chief of Engineers, War Department, 
Washington, D. a. 

MY DEAR GE~lERAL : The writer has been waiting for the past few 
weeks with reguru to hearing from 1\Ir. Worthington, one of the vice 
presidents of the Tennessee River Improvement Association. Think
ing the matter has undoubtedly been overlooked, I am again calling 
your attention thereto, as Mr. Ford shortly contemplates being in the 
vicinity, and if you still feel like haYing ·him become interested in the 
matter as mentionetl in your letter of April 2, may we not have a reply 
at your convenience? 

Very truly yours, E. G. LnnnoLo, 
General Secretary to Henr'IJ Ford.. 

I replied to this letter by telegram on 1\fuy 23, as follows: 
E. G. LIEBOLD, 

General Secrctm·y to Henry Ford, Dearborn, Detroit, .Mich.: 
Colonel Worthington been ill. Can you see him in Detroit next 

Monday 30th, and will Mr. Ford be there then or docs your letter 
mean that Mr. Ford contemplates being in Washington vicinity shortly . . 
If 30th impracticable name first day convenient. Wire answer. 

BEACH, ffhief of Engineers. 

I next received a telegram from Mr. Liebold on i\Iay 26, reading: 
Maj. Gen. LANSING H. llmACH, 

Chief of Engin ec1·s, War Depar·tment, lVasll'irtgton. D. 0.: 
Replying your telegram 23d, can arrange for Colonel Worthington to 

see l\Ir. Ford morning June 6. Absence from city wlll prevent earlier 
arrangement. Please advise. E. G. LmBOLD. 

And I replied to this telegram on 1\Iay 27, as follows: 
E . G. LIEROLD, 

General Sec-retary to Henry Ford, Dearborn, Detroit, Mich.: 
Have arranged for Colonel Worthington to see you anu Mr. Ford 

Monday morning, June G. 
BEACH, Ollie! of Engineers. 

Colonel Worthington went to Detroit and placed the facts as he under- I 
stood them before Mr. Ford on June 6 and 7, 1921, and on June 14 he 1 

went with Mr. Ford to . inF<pect Musclt> Shoals. On July 9 Colonel 1 

Worthington r eturned to my office from Detroit and delivered to me the 
Ford offer for Muscle Shoals, which Mt·. Ford had signed on July 8, 
1921. 

In all this negotiation Colonel Worthington showell an originality 
and engineering ~;kill in securing Mr. Ford's signature to his offer that 
entitles Colonel Worthington to distinction, and this achievement saved 
l\Iuscle Shoals from being scrapped. ! 

What has the l!'ord offer been worth to the Government. to the tax- l 
payers of tbe country, and to the people of the Tennessee Valley? ; 
Has it been worth less than $GO,OOO,OOO? I myself consider that it · 
bas been worth more than $50,()00,000. Who can really estimate the ! 
value of the Ford offer to the people of the Tennessee Valley in Ala- i 
bama and Tennessee, and to the South ? 

I think you will agree with me that it is a remarkable thing that 1 

even though Mr. Ford withdrew his offer in October, 1924, at the last · 
session of Congress a joint re:::olution was passed providiug that uo • 
lease of l\Iuscle Shoals shall be made that does not provide benefits to 
the Government equal to or greater than the offer of Henry Ford. 

I have recited this detailed history of the Foru negotiations to 
remind your chamber of commerce and the Chattanooga Times and the 
Manufacturers Record tba t they fail to understand and appl'eciu te 
what the Tennessee River Improvement A~;sociatlon and its offi C'e n; 
now charged with disloyalty have done for the Tennessee River and , 
for Alabama, •rennessee, and the South. · 

I was glad to have the cooperation of the officers of the Tennessee : 
River Improvement Association, M'cssrs. Huslon, "\\orthington, and 
·waldo, in securing the first anu later nppi·opriations for the survey 
of the Tenne:::see River, now amounting to $790,800. This smvey 
speaks for itself and has no precedent. It has established a precedent, 
however, of national scope and importance. Following the sur-vey of 
the Tennessee, under authority of the Committee on Rivers and Har
bors, I ordorecl a partial survey of the Cumberland River, and a report 
has been made. 

With the assistance of the TennessPe River Improvement Association 
· officials, especially Mr. Waldo, we secureu in the riYers and harbors 

!Jill of April, 1924, a provision for $500,000, witlt $250,000 to be im
mediately available, and authorizing tile Chief of Engineers to make 
investigations fot· the prepamtion of a general plan for surveys of 
navigable strenms of the United States and theit· tributaries. b""'inally, 
in this bill the Secretary of War through the Corps of Engineers unu 
the F<'deral Power Commi:::~sion were authorized and directed to pr<'pare 
and submit to Congress an estimate of the cost of making such examina
tions, surveys, and other investigations ns rei}uired for a general l;>bn 
of snrveJ'ing the navigable streams of tile United States and their 
tribntaries for navigation improvement, power development, and flood 
control. The report was made, and the cost of these surveys was 
estimated at $7,322,400, and this amount is authorized in the rivers 
and harbors authorization bill now on the calendar of the Senate. 

So we see that from about $700,000 appropriated as the cost of the 
survey of the 'l'ennessee, we now have surveys proposed which will 
require more than $7,000,000. This national policy found its birtlt on 
the Tennessee River. I advocated this policy starting on the Tennes
see, and the Tennessee River Improvement Association backed me. It. 
will be of the greatest benefit to the whole United States to have this 
policy generally adopted. 

Men like Huston, Worthington, and Waldo, with whom I advised 
lind worked, are not the men to be charged with disloyalty to the 
Tennessee River and the South, nnd the president of the •renncssee 
River Improvement Association, 1\Ir. C. II. Huston, should be most 
highly commended for his most e!ficieut and untit·ing work, instead of 
being asked to resign. 
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.As far as tbe benefit to the people is concerned, the question is a 

practical one, and the inquiry naturally arises, What are we going 
to do with the power we have discovered on the Tennessee River 'l If 
it. is not· put to work in the electrochemical industries, what will it do 
if it is not going on to waste for years and years 'l 

The Tennessee River Improvement Association was in favor of the 
Ford offer, which I, as Chief of Engineers, recommended be accepted. 
If I were Chief of Engineers now, I have no doubt I would be witb 
them in favor of the American Cyanamid Co.'s offer for Muscle Shoals, 
knowing that it meets with the full approval of the association, for 
my intimate knowledge of its judgment and loyalty through many 
ye-ars bas given me confidence in the strength and value of its opinions. 

I hope when I return from Europe to find the Tennessee River 
Improvement Association united and stronger than ever, and tbat Con
gress will not lose the opportunity to accept the offer of the American 
Cyanamid Co. for l\Iuscle Shoals, as Congress lost the opportunity to 
accept the offer of Henry Ford. 

I wish all the people of the Tennessee Valley nil the prosperity 
which the resources of the Tennessee River offer to them, and I believe 
the best way for them to secure that prosperity is to support the 
Tennessee River Improvement Association and back up Messrs. Huston, 
Worthington, and Waldo. 

When any member of the Tennessee River Improvement Association, 
or a:n'ybody not a member, begins to think that the . association has 
lost its usefulness and charges disloyalty to its officers, let them read 
the following, whic;h I quote from a speech delivered by Mr. James E. 
Smith, president Mississippi Valley Association, at the Thirty-second 
Annual Convention of the Ohio River Improvement Association held at 
Paducah, Ky., October 11: ' 

"Now, that the Ohio River will ' soon be completed, I hope the Ohio 
River Association wm turn its attention to the improvement of the 
two greatest tributaries of the Ohio which have been almost criminally 
neglected in the past. The Tennessee and the Cumberland Rivers are 
among the most Important of the navigable rivers of the United States. 
They traverse a vast section of our country that is richer in valuable 
natural resources than any other undeveloped portion of the United 
States. Vast and valuable deposits of coal, iron ore, marble, slate, 
phosphate rock, an<_i other valuable minerals are lying latent and 
unused for lack of the necessary transportation facilities to transport 
them to those sections of the country where they are needed and where 
these raw materials could be converted into wealth-producing products 
for the enrichment of our entire population. These two great rivers 
are especially rich in their power possibilities, which should be developed 
and put into use as soon as possible for the benefit of the inhabitants 
of thls large and important area." 

It is sincerely hoped that you can see your way clear to in some 
manner present to the public the truth about the long unswerving and 
faithful efforts which have been made by the officers of the Tennessee 
River Improvement Association to. secure that development of the 
stream which would result in the greatest benefit not only to the people 
of the South but to the entire country. 

With all old-time rega.rd.s of the friendship which has existed since 
the days when we were cadets at West Point together, I remain, 

Yours cordially, 
LANSING H. BmACTI. 

CC : Senator McKELLAR and Senator UNDERWOOD. 

Mr. BLANTON rose. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does. the 

gentleman from Texas rise? 
Mr. BLANTON. In connection with the speech which the 

gentleman from Idaho has just put into the REcoRD-and it was 
a wonderful speech, delivered by Senator BoRAH-there was 
another speech made on that same occasion, delivered by the 
senior Senator from Texas [~fr. SrrEPPA.RD]. I ask that that 
speech be printed alongside of that of Senator BoRA.II. 

The SPEA.KEJR pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas 
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks by inserting a 
speech delivered by Senator Srr'EPP.ARD. Is there objection? 

Mr. CHINDBLOl\I. Reserving the right to object, is it not 
already in? 

Mr. BLANTON. I do not know as to that. If it is, it will 
not go in again. 

Mr. UPSHAW. It is in. 
Mr. BLANTON. Then I withdraw my request. 

GUA.RDI.ANSIIIPS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

~ Mr. ZIHLMA.N. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 12110) 
to amend section 1135, chapter 31, of the District of Columbia 
Code. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from . Mary
land calls up the bill H. R. 12110, which the Clerk will 
report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
[H. R. 12110, Sixty-ninth Congress, first session] 

A bill to amend section 1135, chapter- 31, of the District of Columbia 
Code 

Be it enacted, eto., That section 1135, chapter 31, of the District of 
Columbia Code be amended so as to read as follows: 

" Smc. 1135. Accounts : It shall be the duty of the guardian to man
age the estate for the best interests of the ward, and once in each 
year, or oftener if required, he shall settle an account of his trust, 
under oath. He shall account for all profit and increase of his ward's 
estate and the annual value thereof, and shall be allowed credit for 
taxes, repairs, improvements, expenses, and commissions not exceeding 
6 per cent of the principal of the personal estate and on the annual 
income of the estate, and shall not be answerable for any loss or 
decrease sustained without his fault ; and the court shall determine 
the amounts to be annually expended in the maintenance and educa
tion of the infant, regard being had to his future condition and pros
pects in 1ife ; and the court, if it shall deem it advantageous to the 
ward, may allow the guardian to exceed the income of the estate and 
to make use of the principal and sell the same or part thereof, under its 
order, as hereinbefore provided in subchapter 3 of chapter 1 ; .but no 
guardian shall sell any property of his ward without an order of the 
court previously had therefor. 

With the following committee amendments: 
On page 2, line 1, after the word "commissions" strike out: "not 

exce-eding 5 per cent of the principal of the personal estate and on the 
annual income of the estate." 

On page 2, line 13, insert : " The court shall allow a reasonable 
compensation for services rendered by the committee not exceeding a 
commission ot 5 per cent of the amo~mts collected and disbursed." 

Mr. GIBSON. l\1r. Speaker, this bill seeks to accomplish 
the same purpose in relation to guardianships that the other 
bill seeks to accomplish in connection with committeeE!. Copi
rnittees are appointed by one court and guardians are appointed 
by another court under the Code of the District of Columbia. 
I propose to offer the same amendment that was offered to the 
other bill and there is another amendment I propose to offer, 
in line 15, on page 2, the word " committee " should be 
" guardian." 

The SPEAKER pro temp6re. The gentleman f1·om Vermont 
offers an amendment, which tho Clerk will report. 

The Olerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. ·GrnsoN: Page 2, line 1G, after the word . 

" collected "--
:Mr. GIBSON. l\Ir. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKF..R pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. · 
1\fr. GIBSON. Should we not first dispose of the committee 

amendment on page 2, lines 1 and 2? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the first 

committee ame<ndment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
On page 2, line 1, after the word "commissions, .. strike out "not . 

exceeding 5 per cent of the principal of the personal estate and on the 
annual income of the estate." 

Tbe SPEAKER pro tempore. 'l'he question is on agreeing to , 
tbe committee amendment. 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the sec

ond committee amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
On page 2, lil1e 13, Insert: "The court shall allow a reasonable 

compensation for services render ed by the committee not exceeding a 
commission of 5 per cent of the amounts collected and disbursed.'' 

Mr. GIBSON. 1\fr. Speaker, I offer an amendment to that 
amen<lmcnt. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Vermont 
offers an amendment to the seconu committee amendment, which 
the Clerk will r eport. 

The Olerk rend as foUows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. GmsoN to the second committee amend

ment : Page 2, line 15, after the word " the " strike out the word 
"committee" and insert in lieu thereof the worU "guardlan." 

The Speaker pro tempore. The question is on agree<ing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
1\Ir. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I offer another amendment to 

the second committ~ amendment. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Vermont 

offers anothor amendment to the second committee ameudment, 
which the Olerk will1·eport. 
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Tile Clerk read as follows: 
Amcn<lment offrred by Mr. GIBSON to tbe second committee amend

ment: Page 2, Hue 1G, after tbe word " collected" insert tbe word 
"if" and after the word "and" in the same line insert the word 
"wbeo," so tbat as amended the lines will read: "The court :shall 
allow a reasonable compensation for services rendered by tbe guardian 
not exceeding a commission of 5 per cent of tbe amount::; collected if 
antl when disbursed." 

Mr. GILBERT. Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to that 
amendment. Thi:; Ilas just occurred to me, and I call it to the 
attention of the gentleman from Yirginia [l\Ir. l\looRE], that the 
word "if" is misleading. There can be no sucil thing as a 
committee or a guardian receiving an estate and not di~bursing 
it. He has to db:burse it some time. If lle retains it until 
the ward's deatll, lle has then to disburse it by turning it oYer 
to an admini:;trntor or in some States to an heir. The word 
" if .. as included iu tile amendment is confu:;ing, because it may 
be coutended that he must spend the estate during the ward's 
lifetime. It must be disbursed some time, and that will nat
tu:ally draw the question : 'Vhat is meant by "if disbursed"? 
I think the language is · better ·as it is, because it has to be 
dLbur::;ed, and if he retains it for many years and then pays 
it o\·er to heirs he is none the less entitled to a commission 
for disbursing it then. 

1\fr. BLANTON. ·wm the gentleman yield? 
1\fr. GILBERT. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. There were two instances here where 20 

year~ ago a guardian received the estate of a non compos mentis 
ward of over $20,000. After the ward became of age, yet was 
non compos mentis, be continued to act for him for 20 years 
and would expend out of that estate only $2,000 a year. Under 
the committee amendment, as amended by. the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Yerlllont [fflr. GmsoN], sug
ge.<:ted by the gentleman from Virginia [~Ir. MooRE], the guard
ian would receive 5 per cent on that $2,000 every year. 

Mr. GILBERT. That is right. . 
Mr. BLANTON. · He would not receive 5 per cent had be not 

di~bursed it, but he would receive 5 per cent of only such money 
as he had collected and disbursed. · 

:Mr. GILBERT. "When he disbursed it" is nil right, but the 
lau~uage here is "if and when." The "if" has no place in the 
amendment, becam:e he would eventually have to disburse the 
principal of the e~tate to somebody, and if be ba::; had the care 
and responsibility of that principal for 20 years, he ought to 
get a commission on it when he finally turns it over to 
somebody. 

l\1r. BLANTON. Let me Ruggest this state of facts to my 
friend . Suppose a man is appointed guardian for a minor re
C'eives nn estate of $50,000. and does not pay out a cent; s~me
botly merely gives him a check and he puts it into bank and at 
the end of the year conditions are such that he does not ba ve 
to pny out a cent. Under the rules and 1'lws of the District 
of Columbia, at the end of that year the court would allow 

• him a commission, but under this bill he would not get a cent, 
and he ought not to get a cent just for receiving the money 
unles~ he pays some of it out. Receiving a check aud putting 
it in bank is not a service for which a man ought to be paid 
out of ~ome poor fellow's estate who hapllens to be either a 
11011 compos or a minor. 

Mr. GILBERT. The gentleman is correct in his statement 
as to what the law is now and what it ought to be. My only 
attempt here is to use tile be~t language to accomplish what 
we all agree should be done. The language used in this bilL 
is the exact language used by the statutes of many States and 
I submit it is more apt than the language u~ed by the gentl~man 
in l1is amendment to the committee amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment to the committee amendment. 

The amendment to the committee amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 'l"'he question is on agreeing to 

the committee amendment as amended. 
The committee amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed, read a third time was 

read the third time, and passed. ' 
A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 

was laid on the table. 

APPOINTMENT OF TTIUSTEES .AND COMMITTEES IN THE DISTRICT OF 
COLUMBIA 

·Mr. ZIHLMAN. M'r. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 
12217) relating to the appointment of trustees and com
mittees. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
[H. R. 12217, Sixty-ninth Congress, first session] 

Be it enacted, etc., That no person shall be appointed by any court 
of tbe District of Columbia as committee or tn1stee H such person Is 
serving as committee or trustee of as many as five non compos mentis 
persons. 

With the following committee amendment: 
In line G, after the word " personf:l," insert a colon and the follow

ing: "Provided, howe'l/er, That the provisions of this act shall nut 
apply to trust companies acting as committee or trustee." 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to the 
committee's proposed amendment. The purpose of this bill is 
to limit to five tile number under a committee or tru!'>tee. Thi:-; 
is a very wholesome and necessary provision in the fnce of 
our recent experience in the handling of the estates of int:ane 
Yeterans, but you will notice that there is a little provi::;o here 
just a little exception, that says : ' 

Provided, hotce-,;e,·, That the provi8ions of this act shall not apply to 
trust companies acting ns committee or tl'Ustee. 

1\Ir. BI.AN1.'0N. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. LAGUARDIA. Certainly. 
1\Ir. BLANTON. If the gentleman will move to strike that 

out, I do not th.ink, from what I understand, any memlJer of 
the committee will object to it. 

Mr. L..iGUAllDIA. It is a committee amendment and I 
llave risen in oppo::;ition to it and hope we will vote it down. 
It is a committee amendment, and I could not move to strike 
it out. -

Mr. BLANTON. You would have to move to put a period 
after the w<>rd " pen-:on13 " and strike out the balance of" the 
committee· a-mendment. 

1\lr. LAGUARDIA. No; it will come before us for a . vote, 
and I am now speaking in opposition to the proposed com
mittee amendment. 

i\rr. l\IOORE" of Virginia. By unanimous consent you can 
strike it out. · -

Mr. BLANTON. 1\fr: Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that a period· be ·substituted for the celon and that the proviso 
be stricken out. . 

1\Ir. CHINDBLOM. I object. This is a quibble, it seems 
to me. The colon is a part of the committee amendment. 
The period at the end is in the original bill. 

'l'he SPEAKER pro tempore. All that is necessary to accom
plish the purpose is to vote down the committee amendment. 

Mr. GILBERT and l\Ir. CHINDBLOl\f rose. 
Mr. J.AGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I thought my suggestion 

was going to be unanimously agreed to. If not I want to 
continue. May I ask the gentleman if be is going to support 
the committee amendment? 

l\Ir. GILBERT. Yes. 
l\Ir. LAGUARDIA. r.rben I want to proceed. 

. I think this committee amendment ought to go out. Limit
Ing the number to five is a very wholesome limitation, but if 
we allow a trust company to recetve these estates without 
limit, we will have a repetition of the favoritism and the 
s<:andal that re..,ulted before we hall any protection for these 
estates. The first thing you know we will ba ve the same sort 
of subsidiaries of undertak~:>rs anu of bonding companies all 
connecteu with the one trust company ; and, after all, it is 
not difficult to organize a trust company. I do not believe 
my position requires much argument. I believe there are 
enough veterans on tlle floor right now to vote down this 
proposed viciou:; amendment. 

1\fr. GILBERT. Mr. Speaker, I think it woulc1 be a rrrent 
mistake to limit a trust company to five wards. A trust e.com
pany has a lot of capital and equipment and employees and i:-; 
prepared to handle many estates. No tru:-;t companv could 
exist if you limited its business to five wards. This is ;Iot true 
of an individual. An individual, unless be is ~pedally prepared 
and equipped to be in this business, ought not to have many 
wards and ought to be appointed only in those cases where bv 
reason of relationship or some otiler particular reason, he 'cail 
give tlw matter personal attention, which does not apply to u 
trust eompn.ny. 

~1r. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\fr. GILBERT. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. This does not at all interfere with the 

business of a regular trust company that handles e:;tates. 
H my colleague will read this bill he will E~-ee that it applies 

to wards who are non compos mentis. I dare say if my friend 
will investigate the ordinary trust company it has nothinc .. to 
do with the non compos mentis wards. The trust company d~als 
with the estate where a man makes a will and makes the trust 
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company an executor or the court appoints the company ·as 
adminb:trntor. It concerns wards that arc not non compos. 

1\:Ir. GILBER'l'. A little trust company that I am connected. 
with in my d.istrict bas fully 8 or 10 of those cases, and. I am 
sure a trust company in Washington will ha,·e mnny more. I 
can not see why we should interfere with the legitimate opera
tions of trust companies and limit ihe wards to fixe. 

~fr. SCHil'l..JR. Ur. Speaker, I ri~c in opposition to the 
amendment. I have followed Yery cnrefully and haYc aHsiste<l 
in uring-ing to light of day the guardinusbip monopoly of Fred
e.rick A. Fenning. 1.'be gentleman from Texas [~fr. BLANTO:N] 
rendered great service to mnny thousands of incompetent wRr 
yeterans and the Nation in expo::::ing the reYolting- cxploita tion 
of incompetent wards IJy this profel':::ional g-uardian. 

We might just as well defeat this entire l>ill if we adopt the 
vending amendment. If tlte amendment i:-; adopted ancl the l>ill 
enacted into law, -n·bat is to preYent Frederi<;k A. Fcnning- from 
continuing to exploit incompetent wards througb the agency of 
a tru::::t company? 

l\fr. BL.iNTON and :\Ir. CHL TDBLO~I rose. 
'l'he RPEAKER pro tempore. Tlle ChaiJ· recognizes tbc g-en

tll•man from Illinois [:\Ir. CHIXUBLOl!]. 
:\Ir. BLANTO.~.:r. 1\Ir. Speaker, there are rule::; that member~ 

of tlle eommittee are entitled to ::wme sort of re<.:oguition. I do 
not object to yielding to the gentleman from Illiuoi~. hut I 
thou<>'ht the distinguislled Speaker was snell a parliamentarian 
thnt lte wonlcl follow tlle rules of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 'l'he Ohair kuows of no !:>U<:h 
rnle. 

Mr. OHINDBLO~L There is no rule that allows tllc gentle
man to speak twice until others who de~il·e to be heard are 
heard. 

Mr. BLANTON. I have not F~poken on tllis l>ill at all . 
.Mr. OHINDBLO:M. Then I owe tlle ~entleman an apology. 

I tl11H1ght he had s·poken already on the bill. 
1\Ir. BLA~'TON. I \Vill yield to the gentlQman from Illinoi~. 

· 1\Ir. OHINDBLO)f. :Mr. Speaker, I do not yiel<l to the gen
tlt~man from ·wisconsin [Mr. ScHAFERl in apvreciation and 
commendation of tlle splendid work do11e hy tlle gentleman from 
~rexaF-1 with reference to the care of estate.' of wards in the 
District of Columbia, but it i::; often said thut a bad case makes 
bad law, and that is what is happening here. It is agreed that 
u ver~on ,'hould ouly be permitted to handle fiye cases of non 
compos menti- wards, but tlle committee or trustee is likely to 
al>u~e llL"l trust. \\'1ly can not a committee or trustee of five 
noncompetent per.-ons exvloit those five estates, und why can 
not a trustee of one estate exploit that estate? The fault was 
not in the number of estates; it was in the cu~tom that had 
grown uv of selecting improl)er persons to handle them. The 
l'Olltrol of tlle appointment lies with the courts. The court 
which avpoints the c·ommittee or tru. tee is charged with the 
<luty of appointing a fit and competent person. 

l\lr. R.t.\NKIN. Does tlle ~entleman tllink that any committee 
or gnarclian could properly -look after 120 estates? 

::\Ir. OHIKDBLOM. No: I clo not think tlle court sbould 
give that many to n single committee or trustee. 

Mr. RAXKIN. The court that is going to construe this lnw 
did do it. 

)Jr. OHINDBI..OM. In order to avoid the ex.-perience of the 
past yon are willing to thro\v aside every other consi<leration. 
If there is anyoue who llas the faeilitie11 for handling the~e 
cn:-:e~, it would not l>e vicious to give him more tllan five 
assignments. If you give him a sufficient number of assign
ment~ to make it worth his while to devote him!*'lf exclu~ively 
to the work, be will giye :ron better senice than will the man 
who ncci<lentally happens to be the guardian or trustee of an 
inC'ompetent person. 

With reference to trust coml)nnie~. they do have tllese facili
ties. Tlley have tilese departments. Tiley haYe the meu and 
the women who can give atteution to thi. · work, and to limit 
tilem to five cases would siml)ly make it impossible to find 
comvetent and experienced peor1Ie in the District of OolumlJia. 
You Ilaye only half a dozen trust compauies, we will say, in 
the District. That means that out of the {;reat mass of estates 
of this kind it would be possilJle to assign only 30 of them to 
tbe trust companies, and tben yon would ha,ve to go out and 
find imliYidnals who are willing or a!Jle to hamlle tbe. e matters. 

:\Ir. GILBEHT. l\[r. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. OHINDBLOM. Ye . 
Mr. GILBERT. Tho gentleman Ilas just emphasized one of 

the great trouul<!s that will arise if this amendment is de
fented. Tile trust companies, not !Jeing able to llandle more 
tlltln fin~ . nuty not c·11re to open auy books to Ilandle uuy of them. 

l\lr. OHINDBLOM. Oil, they would not take the l>usiness. 
l\lr. GILBJGRT. And then yiJu would l>e forced to go to 

some pr.!rson witilout equipment to hantlle tbese cuse~. 

1\lr. OHINDBLOl\1. w·e are not going to aYoid incoml)eteney, 
inefficiency, unwortily conduct on the part of guardians l>y 
limiting the number of as:o;ignments. The eYil can not l>e 
rea ched in that way. It must be reached by a proper adminis
tration of the law by tile court<;, who, after all, are res11onsiblc 
for these wards. 

Mr. ZIHLl\fAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent tllat 
debate upon this paragraph and all amendments thereto close 
in 15 minutes. 

'l'lie SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maryland 
aRks unnniruous consent that all debate upon this section aud 
all amendments thereto close in 15 minu~es. Is there, objection? 

'l'hcre wa~ no objection. 
Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Hpeaker, I want the attention of my 

fri(•nd from Illinoi:-l [:Mr. CHIKDBLOM] and my friend from 
Kentucky [Mr. GILDERT]. I tllink they ha Ye misconstrued 
what was in the mind of tl1e committee wllen they npproYecl 
tllis l>ill ana when tile gentleman from Keutucky bad this 
amendment adopte(l in committee. Tllis is u question thut 
affects only one kind of wnrcl::;-non compos mentis wardH
thnse wllo are in insane asylums. EYery single expert who 
npveared before our Gibson committee on tllis question, who 
tc.-;tified to the scrdce that the guardian or a committee ren
d<'red a non compos, t~::-;tifled emphatically that the scnice was 
Yalunble only by rea:sun of the personal interest that the com
mittee took in its ward. 1t was the personal ·visi.t-ation of his 
ward by the guarllian; it wns the care and the personal atten
tion tllRt tile guardian ga\e his ward; it was tile confideuce 
that the ward could haYe in bis guar!lian as his best friend . 
It '"as not just llandling llis finances, l>ecause if it were jm;t 
handling money of the e:-:tute there would be no l>etter com
mittee tllnn a tru~t comvany; but it i:; not that. The main value 
of tlle serYice of a committee to a non compos is the personal 
feature of it, and uo trm;t eompany can render that personal 
feature. But I am not vdlling to say tbat it should be talwn 
away fro.m trust compnuies entirely, • 

I was one of thm.;e who helped to influence our chairman 
not to call up the !Jill which would prevent a corporation from 
pi ading u~ury, the same as an individual, which bill is on the 
calendar and scheduled to eome up, becanse I think a cor
poration has the same right as indiYhluah.; re..-.;vecting usury, 
anrl I am not now inveighing against trust companies or cor
poratiom;; l>ut I call attention to this when you vote on tbis 
nmendmeut: The Yery man wllose wholesale business in 
guardlanshivs caused this Lill to be framed and reported out 
of the committee is a dire ·tor of one of the biggest trust 
com11anies here; and when ;ron <lepriYe him of bis guardian
~llips under the law, if you Yote do\vn this nmendment, he will 
jn ' t merely h·ansfer all of his 1-,'l.Wrdiansllip cases to the trust 
company of which be i:-l n director. And I call your attention 
to another tlling that my tlh;tinguishecl friend from Kentucl.:y 
him:-;eH h<'lped to bring out on that committee : One of these 
judges who appoints tlt<' gnnrdian and tllc committee, if you 
please, bas been a big debtor to one of the l>ig tru:;t companies 
here borrowing big ~urns of money from the Munsey Trtmt 
Co. 'Do you not tl1ink that wllen a particular trust eomvany · 
will lend a big sum of money to a judge on the bench, and he 
takes the loan, he might be influenced even against . his will 
sometimes to give the insi<le to that trust compuny? I want to 
put tLc trn ·t companies on the same plane as the individual, HlHl 
I hove that this committee amendment will be voted down. 

l\Ir. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I regl'et very . much to rlifl'Pr 
fi'Om my friend from Kentl1eky r::\Ir. GILHETITl On this propo:-;i
tion, bnt so far as I am individually concc-l'llell I would not con
~ent to a trust company in Washington bei11g the gunrdian of 
the pPrson of any non compos for whom I was in tbe slighte.-t 
degree reHvonsible. To pPrmit these institutions with no per
sonal interPRt'l in the~P insnne peoplP, most of whom are ex
seniee men of one or the other of our wars, with no personal 
contact, to merely take these ~ardianship~ for whRt money 
they get out of them, is to depnYe tllese unfortunate pcovle of 
even that ~mall deg1·ec• of personal contact with the gunnlian 
-n·hich they arc supposed to haYe. I am not unmindful of the 
fact that thef'e men will ~till lle incarcerated in St . . EUzaheth:-:. 
Asylum. I am not unmindful Clf the fact that you baYe left one 
of the cl1icf eonspirntors in the exploitation of our unfortunate 
ex-service men at the ltend of that im;tituiion. 

I am not willing to vote to say that a tru~t company, possihly 
headed hy one of these men, or IJy anyone else who is not per
sonally interested in these men, sball btke ovet· these gunrdian
ship · or commit these men to the tender care of a man who is 
hown l>y the record in these ca~es to be one of their chief 

exploiters. I do not know why this amendment was put iu. 'Ve 
fought thi~ in the Veterans' Committee all last yeal', and I 
submit that it would virtually destroy the u ·efulness of all the 
legislation that has been pussed upon this subject, including 
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this piece of legislation, if this amendment should be adopted, 
and I sincerely truf't that in the light of what has recently 
tran~pired the 1\fembers of tho. House will vote down this 
amendment. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the committee amendment. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker pro tempore ex
pressed himself as in doubt. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As many as favor the com-
mittee amendment will rise and stand until they are counted. 

The House divided ; and there were--ayes 6, noes 13. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
1\Ir. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker. I will ask the chairmnn of 

the committee if the intent of this bill is to affect future 
appointment~. or is it to limit tile number of guardianshi11s 
of any committee heretofore appointed? 

Mr. GIBSON. I will say to the gentleman from New York 
that I do not think you can make this bill retroactive. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. That is what I feared. 
l\lr. BLANTON. In other wor<ls, when this ltill becomes a 

law· no one cau lawfully IJecome a guardinn of more than five. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. That is the hope, but I do not believe 

that this bill so expres~cs it. 
Mr. BLANTON. I think if it becomes a law it will be 

unlawful to do it. 
Mr. ZIIILMAN. It has to do with future appointments only. 
Mr. BLANTON. I do not agree with the gentleman from 

Maryland. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 'l'he question is on the tbird 

reading of the bill. 
The bill was ordered to IJe read a third time, was read the 

third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 

was laid on the table. 
I.IMITING GUARDIANS 1.'0 FIVE CAS~S 

The SPEAKER vro tempore. The Clerk will l'('port the next 
bill. I 

The Clet·k read as follows : 
[H. n. 12218, Sixty-ninth Congress, first session] 

A um amending sections 1125 and 1127, chaptet· 31, of the District of 
· Columbia Code 

Be. it enacted, etc., That sections 1125 and 1127, chapter 31, of tlle 
Distt·ict o! Columbia Code be amended so as to read as follows : 

" SEC. 1125. Appointment by court. If any infunt shall have neither 
natural nor testamentary guardian, a guardian of the person may be 
appoiuted by the prolmte court in its own discretion or on the· applica
tion of any next friend of sucll infant: P1·oridcd, hotcet·er, That no 
person shall act as guardian o! the person for more than five infants at 
one and the same time, unless said infants be members of one family. 

·• SEC. 1127. When guardian of estate is appointed by court. Subject 
to the provisions of the precPding sections of this chapter, wheneyer 
land shall descent or be de\·ised to any infant under :21 years of ag , 
or such infant sball l>e entitled to a distributive share of tlle personal 
estate of an intestate, or to a 1egacy or ucquest under a last will, or 
shull acquire any real or personal property by gift or purchase, the 
said court may appoint a guardian of said infant's estate; and if there 
shall be a guardian of the p<'l·son or such infant, the guardian of the 
estate so appointed may be the same ot· n different person: Prodded, 
howcrcr, '.fhat no person sbnll Ret as guardian of the estate or more 
than five infants at one aud the same time unless the infants are en
titled to shares of the same estate. '.file said appointment may be made 
at any time after the probate of the will or the grant of administra
tion where the infant is eutitled as a devisee, legatee, or next of kin ." 

'Yith a committee amendment, as follows : 
Pnge 1, line fl, strike out the word "person·· and insert "person, 

except trust company"; and on pugc 2, line 14, strike out the word 
"person" and insert in lieu thereof the words "per::::on, except trust 
company." 

Tile SPEAKER pro tempore. The qnet:tion is on U!,'Teeing to 
the committee amendment. 

Mr. GILBEHT. l\lr. Speaker and gentlemen of the commit
tee, I think this matter is serious enough to recei ,.e your 
undivided attention. In the last bill we limitc<l trust com
panies to five trusteeships of :Persons who are non compos 
mentis. I think we ma<le a mistake. But it was a very Rmall 
mistake in comparison with the mistake you would make if you 
should extend that doctrine to infants. 

1\Ir. BLANTON. I agree witil my colleague in thi:s instance, 
that trust companies do become splendid guard.inn~;; for infant~ 
in carrying out the provisions of wills and as the adminiE~tra
tors of estates. I do not think we should vote down the com
mittee amendments in this bill. 

l\1r. GILBERT. I am glad the gentleman agrees witil me. 
A non compos mentis requires more personal attention and 

Infants none, and then when you get up to those who are 
executors or administrators, uone arc required. I do not think we 
should extend this doctrine by any means to include infant~. 
But ns I see no opposition I will not press the matter further. 

The SPEAKER pro temport>. The question is on agreeing to 
the committee amendment. 

The committee amelHlment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The quetitiOn is on the third 

rending of the bill as amended. 
The bill as amended was or<lered to be read a third time, 

was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed 

was laid on the table. 
l\Ir. ZIHLMAN. J\Ir. Speaker, tilat is all tile bills that the 

committee desires to call up. 
ERADIC.A.T10N 01~ OO~TROL OF THE EUROPEAN CORN BORER 

l\Ir. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of Hom:;e Rel:lolution 362. That resolu
tion is for the purpose of consi<lering House bill 1G649, a bill 
to provide for the eradication or control of the European corn 
borer. 

I will say to tile House that the Committee on Rules reported 
this rule this morning. It wns uot the intention to try to call 
it up to-day, but there seems to be time to spare this afternoon, 
and, as I understand, there is no opposition anywhere to tile 
l'onsideration of this bill. I will therefore ask unanimous con
seut for the present consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. SCHAFER. Reserving the right to object, Ilow much will 
it cost? 

1\Ir. SNELl;. The bill carries an authorization of $10,000.000. 
The SPEAKEH pro tempore. Is there objection to the con

sideration of the resolution? 
There was no objection. 
The SPFlAKER pro tempore. The Clerk wi1l report the 

re!->olution. 
The Clerk rend ns follows: 

IIouse Resolution 362 
Resolved, That upon the adoption of this resolution it shall !Je in 

order to move that the House resolve it"elf into the Committee of the 
W!Jole House on the state of tile Union for tile consid~>ration of the 
bill (H. R. 1504fl) entitled ".\. bill to provide for the eradication ot• 

.contt·ol of the European corn borer." After general debate, which shall 
be confined to the bill and shall continue not to exceed two hours, to 
be equally divided nnd controlled by tile chairman or tlle Committee on 
Agriculture, nnd the gentleman fl'om Louisiana [:\lr. AsWELL), the bill 
shall be read for amendment unrler the five-m1nnte rule. At t11e con
clusion of tlle reading or the bill for amendment the committee shall 
.rise and report the bill to the House with such amendments as may 
have been adopted, and the previous question shall be consider('d Uti 

ot·dered on tile bill a~d amendments thereto to final passage. 

Mr. SNELL. 1\rr. Speal(er, I simply want to say that there 
is a unnnimous re110rt from the Committee on Hules; and ina~
much us there is no <lesire on the part of anybody that I know 
of to say anything, I move the previous question on tile 
resolution. 

1\Ir. CRAMTON. Do I un<lerstand that it has full recom
mendation? 

l\1r. SNELL. It baR recommendation from top to bottom. 
The f::;PEAKER vro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 

the resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
l\1r. BLANTON. 1\lr. S!lenker, I moved to reconsider the vote 

by which the la~t Di~trict bill was passed, and to lay that 
motion on the table. It was not doue. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As the Ohair recalls, it was 
doue by unanimous conseut. Can the Journal Clerk inform 
the C~ulir'? It is the Joumal Clerk's report that it was done. 

Mr. PURNELL. 1\Ir. Speaker, I mo>e that the Hou~e re
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on tile 
state of the Union for the consideration of H . n. 15649, to 
provide for the eradh:ation or control of the European corn 
borer. Pcuding that motion, notwitilstanding the fact that the 
rule provides for two hours of debate, I should like to make 
some arrangement, for the purpose of expediting action on this 
bill, with the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. KINCHELoET, who 
will control the time on that sh.le of the House, for a shorter 
time of debate if it is possible to do RO. 

Mr. KINCHEI~OE. How mucil time <loes the gentleman 
think he will use on 11 is Ricle? 

1\fr. PUllNELI~. I would suggest 15 or 20 minutes on a side, 
as far as I am concerned. 

1\Ir. KINCHELOE. Twt>nty minutes will be enough. 
Mr. PURNELL. l\Ir. Speaker, we can move that the com

mittee rise at any time. This is an important matter, and I 
think there is liltle if any opposition to it. Perhaps we had 
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better e:x:ten<l tile time an<l ilien mov-e to ri<;e if we choose to · 
do so. With the consent of the gentlemau from Kentucky. I 
will ask unanimous consent tllat tile general debate proceed for 
30 minutes on a si<le. 

Mr. CBINDBLOl\1. 1\:Ir. Speaker, the rule pro\i<les for tile 
time of <lebate. It limits the debate to two hours. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Hou~e can still limit it 
further. 

l\Ir. CHINDBLOU. The House can, but why not go into 
committee and when we are througb come right out again? 

Mr. PURNELL. We hope to come out very shortly. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does tile gentleman from In

diana renew his request to make it 1 hour 30 minutes on a 
side? 

1\Ir. PURNELL. Yes. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana 

asks unanimous consent, the rule notwithstanding, that gen
eral debate be limited to one hour. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. · 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The que~tion is on the mo

tion of the gentleman from Indiana that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the con~ideration of the bill H. R. 15649. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly, the House resolved itself into Committee of the 

Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
the bill H. R. 15649, to provide for the eradication or conb:ol of 
the European corn borer, with Mr. RAMSEYER in the ehair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the 'Vholc 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the 
bill H. R. 1564D, which the Clerk will report by title. 

Tbe Clerk read the title of the bill. 
Mr. PURl\"'ELL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 

that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 
'.rhe CIIAIRl\IAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani

mous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed 
with. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
1\Ir. PURNELL. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com

mittee, I would not seek to bring up this bill at this late hour 
Saturday afternoon if it were not for the exh·eme urgency 
of the matter. I think the membership of the House is generally 
familiar with the corn-borer situation. As a matter of informa
tion let me say that in 190D or in 1D10, as nearly as can be esti
mated, tile European corn borer came to this country in a 
:-:hipment of ln:oomcorn from Austria·. It was disco-vered for 
tile first time, I think, in 1D17. It first appeared in Canada, and 
because of lack of regulations and lack of proper control it 
spread when it was at the moth stage acroRs the lake into Ohio, 
and it is now prevalent in an area of something like 90,000 
quare miles. It is regarc:red generally as one of the most 

serious pests that has er-er threatened American ngriculture. 
Mr. GARRETT of Tennes.see. ''fill tile gentleman yield? 
1\lr. PUltl\'ELL. I yield. 
Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. If I understand it aright, if 

. this insect is let alone it will settle the question of the surplus 
bf corn? 

Mr. PUR~'ELL. The gentleman is entirely correct. If we 
will let this pest run long enough it will 8ettle the surplus 
proble~ as far as corn is concerned, and perhaps other products. 

Mr. KINCHELOE. According to the evidence before the 
committee, it will settle the surplus problem of er-ery other 
a~;ricultural product. 

Mr. PURNELL. I think that is right, and I will say to my 
good friends down South that this borer is just about as fond 
of cotton as it is of corn, and attacks more than 200 kinds of 
-vegetation. 

This bill, gentlemen, is merely an autilorization. It author
izes the appropriation of $10,000,000 to be u ed by the De
partment of Agriculture in conjunction with the severn! States 
which are affected. It is a very short bill, and I want to call 
the attention of the committee to two yery important provisos 
in it. One is: 

That, In the discretion of the Secretary of Agriculture, no expendi
tures shall be made hereunder until the States wherein the European 
corn borer exists shall han~ provided necessary regulatory legislation, 
and until a sum or sums adequate to State cooperation shall have 
been appropriated, subscribed, or contributed by States, county, or local 
authorities or individuals or organizations. 

That does not mean we require a dollar-matching program, 
but it docs mean that there must be, in the discretion of the 
Secretary of Agriculture, cooperation upon the part of the dif
ferent States. The reading of this proviso suggests one of the 
reasons for immediate action. A number of the State legisla
tures in the infected area are either now in sesE.ion or will be 
in session within the next few day~ 

Bills hav-e already been drafted to suomit to these variou~ 
States in order to secure not only regulatory legislation but 
financial cooperation and assistance. It is, therefore, of the 
utmost importance that this bill be passed quickly in order that 
we may lead the way for the se-veral States in this great pro
gram, which seeks not eradication, because they say that i8 
impossible, but the control of this pest which, without question, 
is one of the greatest menaces that has ever threatened Ameri
can agriculture. 

The increasing gravity of the corn-borer situation apparently 
came home to the big corn-growing States so as to spur them 
to action only within the last year. After visits to Ontario aud 
one or more interstate conferences, representati-ve interests in 
the Corn Belt felt that a large-scale control experiment should 
be tried out over the entire western portion of the territory 
infested by the corn borer-the program to consist of a very 
thorough clean-up campaign over the area, in the Ol)eration of 
which expenditures for any farm clean-up additional to thoRC 
normal and usual in farm operations and necessary to t1Je con
trol of the corn borer would be underwritten by tbe Federal 
and State Governments concerned. • • • 

This proposed clean-up experiment will necessarily involr-e 
the expenditure of a large sum of money, because a good deal 
of the work will involve farm practices which are not normal 
and usual, and tlle use of n·ew types of machinery which the 
farmers would not normally purchase. 

The proposed clean-up would mean also the application of 
the control to many farmers who are at present suffering no 
damage at all from the corn borer. 'l'he department is ad-vised 
that an inyestlgation made by persons competent to determine 
the cost indicates that this will mean an added cost to the 
fnrmer of approximately $2 per acre above that normal to farm 
operations. The justice of the Federal and State Go-r-ernments 
assuming the cost of this extra and unusual work is based 
largely on this situation. 

Necessarily this work must be done under State authority and 
adequate State legislation therefor must be secure<l. Further
more, it would seem to be clear that if this experiment is to 
be now undertaken witb any promise of success, both tbe Stnte 
uuthority and the necessary funds must be a-vailable not later 
thnn February 1, 1927. It is pointed out that the proposed 
campaign is largely in the interest of the farmers of the Corn 
Belt and all the commercial and other interests which arc tied 
up with the welfare of such farmers. Incidentally, the ~Hates 
in which the Cl)l'n borer is now found, as well as the individual 
farmers, arc alreatly meeting a big cost and will, because of the 
injury from tbis insect, suffer additiona 1 loss. 

The entire argument for such a clean-up program is based 
on the possibility of slowing up the natural spread of the corn 
borer into the Corn Belt. It is not an eradication campaign. 
Eradication is considered impossible. 

The proposed large-scale clean-up experiment, as already in
dicated, originate(! in the Corn Belt States and has been pre
sented and discusf::ed by representatives of these States with 
the Secretary of Agriculture and his specialists and with the 
Budget, and this idea is embodied in the bill under discussion . 
The department feels that such a control experiment will cer
tainly greatly reduce the number of corn borers in the infested 
area, and slow down or prevent the natural sp1,·ead of the })est. 

The other proviso to which I wish to call your attention is as 
follows: 

'l'bat no part of th1s appropriation shall be used to pay the cost or 
;alue of coru or other farm crops or other property injured or destroyed. , 

Tlte purpose of tltis proYi.so is to prevent tile filing of endless 
claims against the Government for damages done to furm prop
erty as a result of this clean-up program. "'e want to reduce 
to a minimnm the possibility of any serious or prolonged liti
gation ;;rowing ont of this control program. It is the plan of 
those who have gir-en long study to the question of control tbnt 
tbe measures based upon the experience, judgment, advice, and 
counsel of the best entomological a11d agronomic specialists in 
t11c country be followed as nenrly as pos:-5iule. These measures, 
which \Yere instituted and ba ve been in progress since 1D17, 
inclnde--

(1) Quaruntines to restrict. the movement of carrying prod
ucts to prevent long-cli~tance spread of the pest; {2) scouting 
to determine tbe extent of yearly spread; (3) clean-up of 
l!ear-ily infested areas to determine the possibilities of control 
under farm met1Jods and management and as ::t meam; of con
trolling spread ; and ( 4) studies of life history and hnbits ns a 
basis for methods of control, including introduction of par:.t sites 
from FJnrope, the natir-e home of the pest. 

'l'lte efforts to prevent 8pread by quarantine or other mea sm·ps 
naturally can not affed the natural spread of the insect from 
year to yenr by it~ own flight nnd necessarily also can not com
pletely cont!ol spread by artiftcial ~cans, with the result, par-
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n cularly in the western area, that the insect has. been spreading 
in all uirection~ at a rate of from 20 to 30 miles a year, and the 
infestntion in these new areas of spread, as indicated, is rap
idly increasing in intensity. 

I now yield to my friend from Iowa. 
:Mr. COLE. Do I understand we are going to leave this to 

the discretion of the Secretary of Agriculture, and if a State 
does not cooperate that the pest is to be allowed to go on? 

Mr. PURNELL. No; it does not mean that at all. The bill 
was very carefully drawn--

Mr. COLE. Then it ought not to be mandatory. 
Mr. PURNELL. The bill was very carefully drawn with 

that in mind. If we were to require any specific appropriation 
upon the part of any State, then this program might be held 
up for another year, and it is of great importance that not later 
than February 1 this money be available in order that they 
can lay out this clean-up program before the spring planting 
begins. 

Mr. COLE. If a State does not choose to cooperate, the 
National Government is to go ahead, anyway; is that correct? 

1\fr. PURNELL. The National Government is to do every
thing it ha~ the power to do, but it will require the passage of 
certain regulatory legislation before the Federal Government 
has the power to go in and conduct a clean-up. 

1\fr. COLE. Yes ; but if a State ·should not provide that help, 
then this borer will go on? 

l\Ir. PURNELL. The borer will go on except in so far as 
the Federal Government will do all that it can legally and 
properly. . 

I will say to the gentleman that I think the European corn
borer committee, which represents all of the affected States 
and which bas been working on tbi::; program for the last year, 
has the assurance of all of the States affected by the corn borer 
that such regulatory legislation and such financial cooperation 
as is necessary will be f9rthcoming at the present sessions of 
thPlr several legislatures. 

I have no doubt of that and I want to say in passing, because 
I uo not want to take up much time on the matter, this Euro
pean com-borer committee, which bas been working on this 
program very intensely during the past summer, was composed 
of entomologists, representatives from agricultural schools, di
rectors of experiment stations, representatives of corn growers' 
nsHociat.ions and others interested in stopping the progress of 
this pest, and that the bill which is before you was drawn 
by this European corn-borer committee in conjunction with 
the Secretary of Agriculture. 

In this connection I desire to read the following letter from 
the Secretary of Agriculture : 

Hon. FRED S. PURNIDLL, 
llouse of Repre8entatives. 

Dli:P.ARTJ.IE:"i'T OF AORICULTURRI, 

WasMttgtott, January 5, 19tl. 

DEAR MR. PuuNELL: Reference is made to your lotter of January 4 
requesting the views of the department ·concerning the bill (H. R. 
1GG49) , "To provide for· the eradication or control of the European 
corn borer." 

This department, with the cooperation of the infested States, has been 
studying this pest and methods of controlling it for several yeru·R. 
I am sending herewith a brief statement of the situation to date 
which has uecn prepared by the elltomologis ts of the department. 
The r egular agricultural appropriation bill which has just passed the 
Senate provides the necessary funds for quarantine and investigational 
projects including the introduction of parositic enemies of the borer, 
but does not make pro>ision for aueh a clean-up experiment· lUI 16 
advocated by representatives of the Corn Belt States. 

It is quite possible that such a clean-up would result in very greatly 
reducing the corn-borer population by destroyJng the stalks in which 
the borer passes the winter and thus greatly slow up the spread. Ex· 
perimcnts to date indicate that this would be the result. It is 
certainly highly' desirable to retard the spread as much as possible 
while we are searching for the most effective means of contr·oi. 

Such a program as is provided for in the bill would have to start 
not later than February 1 if anything is to be accomplishoo next 
season, nnd would have to have the henrtlest cooperation of the States 
involved. All the Stutes involved should provide quarantine legisla
tion and compulsory clean-up regulations that are adapted to their 
respective conditions; otherwise the cooperation of the Federal Gov
ernment could not be effective. 

The European corn borer 1s one of the most alarming crop pests 
tha t has ever become established in America, and every possible means 
of control should be utilized. 

Sincerely yours, w. M. JARDIN:m, Secretarv. 

I think I am not guilty of any impropriety if I say that 
before I introduced this bill I went pe1·sonally to the White 
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House and went over it witll the President, who gave it his 
hearty approval, as far as the general purpo:-;es of it are con
cerned, and expressed llis very great interest in doing every
thing that it is humanly possible to do to bring about a speedy 
control of the corn borer. As I said a moment ago, we are told 
by the Department of Agriculture that it cnn not be cradicatetl, 
and I saw only yesterday-and this I give as another eviden<:e 
of the potentiality of it-I saw ouly yesterday in the Chicago 
Tribune, on the front page, a story of the finding of tlle corn 
borer in Kankakee County, lil., wiiliin a few rod~ of the 
Indiana-Illinois line. 

Up to date the borer bas been found in six or eight of the 
northeastern counties of Indiana, in Michigan, in P ennsylvania, 
in New York, in Ohio, and in a small section of West Virginia, 
but not until a few days ago diu anyone dream it bnd drifted 
as far west as the Indiana-lilinois line. 

1\Ir. VESTAL. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. PURNELL. In just a moment 
I may say f·urther tl!at if thi::; corn borer is not checked, 

and it once gets down into the Wabash and Mississippi Valley!", 
the:ce is no way of estimating the damage that it will do to all 
of the Southern States., because, as I stated a moment ago, it 
affects 200 kinds of vegetation. The borer itself will live in 
water, it will live .in a cake of ice, and it bas been soaked iu a 
saturated salt solution for 86 hours and came out perfectly 
normal, healthy, and happy and ready ;for business. 

Another means of transferring this pest, and, of course, the 
principal one, is through the moth. When it is at the moth 
stage it is carried by the wind, and during the last year has 
been carried as far as 12G miles. 

lVhile we are speaking of agricultural problems, I undertake 
to say that at this moment there is no greater menace to 
American agriculture than the European corn borer and I hope, 
and I think I know, that tlle membership of this House, regard
less of party, regardless of section, are keenly alive to this 
situation. 

I yield now to my colleague from Indiana. 
Mr. VESTAL. Will ruy colleague state where this pest was 

fir~'<t discovered, in what part of the United States, and when? 
Mr. PURNELL. I made the statement just before the gentle

man came in, but for the information of my colleague, I will 
t·epeat that it came over from Austria in a small shipment of 
broomcorn in 1909 or 1910. It landed at St. Thomas, Ontario, 
Canada. and because they bad no regulation, no method of 
combating it, no legislation up there, it spread, and at the moth 
stage, they are absolutely sure it flew across the lake ancl 
planted itself in Ohio. From tbis place it has spread, and as I 
have said, now covers an area of something like 90,000 square 
miles. -

:Mr. VESTAL. When was it first diReovered in Ohio? That is 
what I wanted to know. 

1\Ir. PURNELL. In 1921 it was first di::;covered in Ohio. So, 
you see, in five years it hns crossed the western part of Ohlo 
and hns reached into Iniliana, and now is found in six counties 
in our State. I repeat tl1at only a few days ago it was dis
covered over at Kankakee County, ru., on the border line 
between Indiana and Illinois. 

I yield to my colleague from Indiana. 
Mr. GARDNER of Indiana. I wonder if the gentleman will 

tell us whether or not they have auy plan now of cont.ro1ling 
it, and what the proposed method is? 

Mr. PURNELL. Yes; I will be very glad to do that. 
This program which, as I said a moment ago, has the sup

port of ~d bas been worked out by, the European corn-borer 
committee, the Secretary of Agriculture and his various de
partments, contemplates what they choose to call a "clean-up." 
I said a moment ago, and I am only quoting what others say, 
because I do not know myself, that it is impossible to eradi
cate it; but they do feel that by going into this affected area, 
they can clean off every single corn stalk in the arc-a, shred 
it, burn it, or plow in Wlder so deeply that the corn borer 
will be destroyed. Thus it is hoped to check or control the 
spread of this pest. -

That is the first step. As you notice in this bill it provides 
that no part of this appropriation shall be used to pay ·.the cost 
or value of corn or other farm crops or other property injured 
or desb:oyed. 

Speaking of the specific pian contemplated under this bill, 
briefly, it is this : For the Federal Government in cooperation 
with the States to go into the affected area and there em
-ploy the farmers themselves-and after all, this appropriation 
contemplates only the payment for labor--employ the farmers 
themselves to perform this clean-up. 

The Secretary of Agriculture will be responsible for the 
employment and payment of these men through the cooperation 
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with the States. It is provided in the bill that the expendi- increa~ed to 1,200 square miles in 1026. A speaker at a recent 
tures under this appropriation for any necessary farm clean-up, banquet at Chatham, Ontario, stated that the corn-fed hog in 
attempted eradication or control, sllall include only such as that sectiou was almost a relic of the past. l!'armers who pro
are in the judgment of the Secretary of Agriculture additional dnced 200 to 400 hogs each year do not have a single hog this 
to those normal and usual in farm operations. That is to year. Farmers are attempting to ~ubstitute sugar beets, toma
say, we are going to pay the farmers for doing the things that toes, alfalfa, tobacco, grapes, and other crops for the corn crop. 
they would not normally or usually do in connection with their It is evident to everyone that this change will be slow and that 
farm business. It is within the discretion of the Secretary of great loss is being suft'ered by the landowners. Land values in 
Agriculture to say what is nnmmal and abnormal. this section have already decreased 2G to 50 per cent. 

l\fr. VESTAL. Will the gentleman yield? The westward spread of the borer has been comparatively 
Ur. PURNELL. Yes. slow up till this year, because the natural spread is in the moth 
1\Ir. VESTAL. Is it not a fact that the farmers throughout stage and with the wind. The prevailing wind when the moths 

our own State are now doing the "Very thing proposed by the are flying has been from the south and west. However, strong 
gentleman. in the bill without any Federal help? east and northeast winds in 1926 when the moths were flying 

Mr. PURNELL. In a small way; but, you see, it is pretty carried them a hundred or more miles westward, and the borer 
hard for a farmer who has 160 acres of corn in which there is now to be found in northeastern Indiana and in Michigan to 
is not a single borer to reach the conclusion that after his within one and one-half counties in Lake Michigan. The spread 
corn is husked he should go to the additional expense of de- may be expected to be more rapid from now on if the proper 
stroying the cornstalks by plowing them under or burning them. measures are not adopted. In other words, if this insect is not 
If he does that which is not in the natural course of his farm checked immediately the corn borer will no doubt be found 
operations, we propo::;e, under this bill, to pay him for it. It throughout the Corn Belt in two to five years. The conse
is estimated that it will cost about $2 per acre to make such quences may be disastrous to American prosperity and certainly 
a clean-up. the establishment of this insect in harmful numbers will imme-

1\lr. VESTAL. I am heartily in favor of this bill, and I diately increase the cost of production of corn from 10 to 25 
only made the statement to show that the farmers themselves cents per bushel. This increased cost will be at once reflected 
are beginniug to realize what this means. In our own State in the cost of living. 

h At the present time there is f1pportunity with the cooperation 
they are doing this very thing now, trying to des troy t ese of all the farmers in the thinly infested areas in Indiana 1\Iich-
cornstnlk.· by 'burning them or plowing them under. ...., 

Mr. PURNELL. It not only affects growers of corn, but igan, and Ohio, to destroy a majority of the over-winteting 
. d lt· t 1 borers now in the field. 'Vith proper financial support and 

vitally uftect::~ hog raisers and cattle rau~crs, an n Ima e y, united efforts of farmers in the infe:3ted areas, it should be 
as suggested, will dest roy all cropH. possible to deal a severe blow to this insect. This should help 

l\Ir. HOOP.ER. Will tlle gentleman yield? to hold the line somewhat near the present limits. 
1\Ir. PURNELL. Yes. 
1\lr. HOOPER. Some gentlemen do not understand the na- In the heavily infested area much can be done to reduce the 

number of insects and loss to the ·corn crop. 
ture or the corn borer; will the gentleman state what it is? Experience of research workers indicates that more than one 

1\lr. PURNELL. I am sorry; I have some charts, but I have year will be required to reduce the almndance of the insects in 
not got them here to submit to the membership of the House. the moderately to heavily infested . areas to uninjurious num-
The corn borer is a little worm, perhaps, on an average, an b h 
inch in length, yellow in color, which attacks the pithy part of ers. T esc research workers also state that complete eradi-
the corustall<. I have ltere some crosR sections of cornstalks cation of the coru borer is probably impossible and that by 

· present methods only reasonable control and checking of spread 
showin~ the corn borer as he lives and works in the stalk. can be anticipated. It is felt that the corn borer is here to 

~Ir. COLl'J. Has there been any scientific investigation of stay and that better methods of control must be developed so 
the corn borer in Europe? that corn production can he carried forward in a successful 

1\lr. PURNELL. Yes; in a way, but I aru not prepared to way. Thus, by at least holding the borer in check and pushing 
say to what extent · cornstalks have been disco"Vered which \vitll greatest energy every phase of the investigational work, 
contained as many as 200 of these worms. For the benefit of it is hoped that more practical methods of control will be devel
my frieuds who rai. e cotton I want to say that we are us much oped. At present the only control is clean-up, und to be effective 
interested in preserving your cotton as you are in preserving it must be practiced qy every corn grower. In other words, the 
our cor11. The cotton stalk being smaller can stand only one or individual farmer has no means of protecting his crops unless 
two borers before its falls over, wherea a cornstalk can carry he has the support of his neighbors over a large area. Investi
as many as 200 or more. Through experimentation they have gations in progress should develop methods which will enable 
found that the corn borer is almost as fond of cotton as be i:s the individual farmer to protect his crop regardless of the action . 
of corn, although it prefers the corn. of his neighbors. 

This bill provides for an o1·ganizcd campaign against an For the;e reasons it is important that the borer be held 
insect which threatens the wealth and prosperity of the Nation. within its present range as nearly as possible. This clean-up 
It is of direct concern to corn growers, cotton producers, li"Ve- to check the borer is ·equally effective in the lightly and heavily 
stock feeders, and other farmers. It is of as great importance infested areas. But because no injury is as yet evident in the 
to the people of the cities. Any great loss to the corn, cotton, lightly infested areas many farmers show a lack' of interest, 
or other farm crops, or any material increase in cost of produc- and therefore special efforts are necessary to secure complete 
tion, has an immediate effect ou consumers in the city and on clean-up. If the lightly infested areas are allowed to exist 
iudnstry, railroads, and other business enterprises. until commercial damage is evident, the boret• will have spread 

Se,~eral agricultural authorities, after studying the European into the great corn belts of Indiana, Illinois, and Iowa and the 
corn-borer situation and visiting the devastated areas in Can- opportunity which is now ours will be lost. 
ada, ha\e pronounced this insect as the greatest menace that There are more than 2,500,000 acres of corn in the infested 
has ever confronted American agriculture. This is the opinion areas in Ohio, Indiaua, Michigan, Pennsylvania, and New York. 
of careful, conservati"Ve, scientific men, and not the disordered Some of this corn has been harvested and placed in the silo 
imagination of alarmists. With the advance of this pest to- or shredded. On a large share of this land the cornstalks are 
ward the Corn Belt of the Central West and its increasing still in the field. 
destructiveness in the areas already infested, national pros- On many farms in l\Iichigun, Indiana, and Ohio corn ground 
pcrity is seriously threatened us never before realized. This is sown to oats. l\Iany of these farmers follow the practice of 
pest looms on the horizon us a factor which is absolutely cer- breaking down the corustalks, disking the ground, and seeding 
tain to have a tremendous disturbing influence on the whole tl1e outs. This practice saves labor and permits iu most seasons 
fabric of our national· economic and political life. early seeding, but o1Iers favorable conditions for overwintering 

A study of the situation in the older iufestations in Canada corn borers. 
reflects the po:;sible effects in the great Corn Belt of the Cen- Under the proposed plans for a clean-up of this large corn 
tral " 7 est if the borer becomes well established there. Last urea, farmers will be required to brealc down the stalks, rake 
year (1025) all of the cornfields in Kent and Essex Counties and burn them or plow in a careful way, so as to cover com
in Canada showed a commercial loss of 50 to 100 per cent. In pletely all corn stubble, wecdR, and other ref-use and d~bris. 
1026 the normal corn acreage of 100,000 acres in Essex County It is readily recognized that this plan means a lot of extra 
was reduced to 8,000 acres, this greatly reduced acreage show- work and the use of additional machinery. 
ing practically a complete loss. Similar conditions prevailed in The clean-up campaign must be completed by 1\.Iay 1 in most 
Kent County. Hundred-acl'e fields which were outside the heav- sections of the territory involved. This means that in additiou 
ily infested area in 1925 and which produced 50 to 100 bushels to tlle regular rush of sprin"' work farmers are called upon to 
of corn were total losse~ tllis :rear. The region of greatest perform extra labor on the cornland. A big task and large 
destructiou covered -!00 square miles in 192G, while this has 1 expeuse is proposed for the farmers. 
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On farms where the cprn borer i§ doing commercial da,n;w .. ge 

,I the farmers in self-defense and regardle~s of cost should follow 
· the recommended practices. These fa~mers recdgnlze the situa
tion and must play · theh· part. In sections where the infesta
_tion is light and farmers do not apprectate the dang_ers of the 
corn borer it is more difficult to Interest the farmer and get 
him to do the necessary wo~k. Again, it i~ found that while 
many farmers have done a,nd will do all that is aske¢1 of them, 
there are a few in almost every community whQ refuse to 
cooperate. - These few, then, maintain a source of infestation 
and the work of the others is largely lost: It is necessary to 
have all of the farmers follow clean-up methods and the work 
must ue done in a thorough mannei... · 

It is generally recognized that the proposed campaign against 
the European corn borer is in the interest of the public wel
fare. The individual farmers and the States in which the corn 
borer is now found are alrcndy meeting a big cost and will, 
because of the injury from the insect, suffer additional loss. 
The clean-up campaign nnd the extra work involved are not 
alone in the interest of the individua,l farmers or States in 
which the work will be conducted, .but in th,e interest of the 
farmers of the Corn Belt and the Cotton Belt and the people of 
the cities. 

The farmers of Illinois, Iowa, 1\:lissQ.uri, Wisconsin, and other 
States are anxious that the corn borer shall be stopped and not 
permitted to reach these States. They are anxious that the 
nece~sary w:ork shall be done on the fa~ms in tl,le infested area 
to control and limit the spreud of the corn borer. City people, 
leuders of industry and railroads, and othe1:s are just as 
greatly interested in having the insect controlled and t.he loss 

.reduced. . 
The bill referred to provides for uniform legislation in the 

infested States. A bill to fulfill these requirements hus ·been 
drawn and submitted to the Affected States, and every effort 
is being made to haye the State legislatures give early consid
eration, and this · has been reasonably assured. 

Furthermore, the expenditures under this appropriation are 
not for reimbursement for loss of crops or for compensation for 
the usual farm operations. It is proposed to meet only required 

,extra labor in connection with the extensive and herculean 
clean-up task proposed and wh,ich must be uniformly adopted 
and practiGed to secure effective control. . . 

In brief, intensive· investigation into every phase of the life 
of the corn borer. must be ca1,Tied on to secure more adequate 
and practical artiticial and natural controls, especially controls 
wh.ich can be effectively adopted by individual farmers. In 
t11e meantime eYery effort must be maqe to check the spread 
and reduce the intestation in the present •infested territory. 
· i'he present method is of value only so far as complete clean-up 
is obtainable. . The present bill calls for financiAl support and 
needed State legislation which will permit such clean-up and 
offers the only solution to a problem which, as 'Stated before, 
if not controlled now, may, and undoubtedly will, jeopardize the 
wealth and prosperity ·of the entire Nation. [Applause.] 

1\lr. KINCHELOE. 1\ir. Chairman and gentlemen of the 
committee, as the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. PURNELL] has 
said this corn borer is the worst pest of any animal life in 
America, because of the fact, as he said, it will not only ruin 
corn, but it will ruin cotton an<l any other kinds of 'Vegeta
tion. While in this country it prefers corn, it will attack 
any kind of vegetation. In Europe before it came over here 
the hearings show that it infested millet. Now, it came over 
here in 1910 or 1911 in a shipment of broomcorn from Europe, 
and they have traced it back to its original starting in Massa
chusetts and in Buffalo and Ontario. It has gradually ·been 
coming down to the Corn Belt of the United States. and as 
the gentleman from In<liana said, it has reached Indiana, 
Michigan, Ohio, and northern New York. It is in Illinois 
and gradually coming on down the valley. 

The .Agricultural Department claims that there is no way 
of entirely eradicating tlle e'il; but if they have the power 
granted under this bill, they can make a clean-up as far as 
corn is concerned. 

For instance, take a cornfield of probably 500 acres in the 
Corn Belt. That field may be infe. ted merely to the extent 
of a few stalks in the beginning. It may not hurt the rest 
of the corn at all. After that corn is gathered and is 
shucked, it is the pnrpose of the .Agricultural Department, 
in coope1·ation with the States, to take those corncobs and 
cornstalks and burn them; and that is what they mean by the 
clean-up; and that is about the only way to get rid of the 
pest. The hearings were a revelation to me so far as the 
destt-uctive features of the borer are concerned. Whenever it 
can not survive on corn it will take any other product, any 
other kind of crop ; and it does not make any difference ; but, 
1n view of the fact that it -bores into the ·co!'!lstalk, there· !$ 

no way o:t treating it from the outside. The only way is to 
destroy it, and this gives · th~ Secretary of Agricultm·e the 
power to do that. If · this is not soon stopped in some way, 
in my judgment it will be only a short time before not only 
the Corn Belt of the country 'will be absolutely ruined, but 
when it is ruined it will take other crops as well. I do not 
know of a more important bill than this, and the reason that 
it is brought up to-day is because the Secretary · of Agricultm;e 
says that unless they can start this campaign for the eradica
tion of the corn borer by February 1 it will be of no effect. 
The various legislatures of the States where this corn borer 
is found will have to pass legislation to cooperate with the 
Federal Go\ernment under the provisions of this bill. That 
will have to be done by the legislatm·es in time, because all of 
the legislatures that are meeting meet usually on the 1st of 
January, and most of. them adjourn in GO days. This will bave 
to become a law by February 1, so that these legislatures may 
have time within which to pass the enabling legislation to 
cooperate with the Secretary of Agriculture. 

l\ir. JONES. 1\fr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. KINCHELOE. Yes. 

. Mr. JONES. In view of the testimony and the statement 
made here, it seems to me that this is essentially a national 
problem, because the corn borer comes from outside. It is 
like an invading army. It becomes a national problem because 
it comes from outside and i~ likely to go over the different 
States and infef;;t various agricultural products. 

1\Ir. KINCHELOE. Absolutely. I do not think it is any 
more a corn proposition that it is a cotton or any other crop 
proposition, except that it has inYaded the corn sections, and 
they go to that plant first; but the hearings show that these 
corn borers <:an be blown in the wind for miles from one State 
to another. 

1\Ir. COLE. )Jr. Chairman, will tlle gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. KI:NOHELOE. Yes. . 
l\1r. COLE. I think it might be well for the gentleman to 

place in the REOORD something about the warfare on this pest 
in Europe. · 

1\Ir. KINCHELOE. ~ I have not heard of any warfare in 
Europe. In Ontario they have this year passed this clean-up 
proposition, but they have not had. time yet to put it into effect. 

Mr. COLE. Is it true thAt they have brought to this country 
some parasites that feed on the borer? 

1\lr. KINCHELOE. I do not know how they treat it. 
i\Ir. PURNELL. 1\Ir. CllairmRn, if the gentleman will per

mit, that is true. The experiment stations have developed a 
parasite. I do not know whether it was deYeloped in this 
counh·y or brought froni Europe. They have released tlle 
parasite in large numbers. The parasite attacks the corn 
borer. That is one of tlle methods of eradication that the 
Department of Agriculture is lmdertaking. They seek to 
counteract· the corn borer with this parasite. He has a long 
stinger and goes up and down the cornstalk and lays his eggs 
in the borer, and that is his one job in life, and he is through. 

1\Ir. KINCHELOE. The clean-up proposition is one of the 
most effective, because you can do it without destroying the 
crop after the corn is shelled. They can destroy the cobs and 
the stalks by fire. 

1\Ir. BLANTON. The wurfare which they carry on in 
Europe is of a different kind. 

l\Ir. COLE. l\Iy understanding is thnt in Europe this pest 
bas been attacked by parasites, other insects. We brought 
oyer the corn borer, but we did not bring over the parasite that 
feeds upon it. 

l\1r. KINCHELOE. It is not as big a proposition oyer there 
because it affects millet ' there, and they do not grow a great 
dca l of corn in Europe. I reserYe the remainder of my time. 

1\Ir. PURNELL. 1\Ir. Chairman, I yield five minutes to my 
colleague on the committee, the gentleman from Illinois [l\Ir. 
ADKINS]. 

1\ir. ADKINS. :Mr. Chairman, in 1919 the corn borer was 
working in New York and :Massachusetts as well as in Canada. 
I was in the field at that time and I saw the devastation 
wrought by it. They started this clean-up that is talked of 
at that time iu March aml April in a very restricted area in 
New York and Massachusetts. Massachusetts that year ex
pended $75,000 and New York $50,000. They had 1,200 men at 
work in that limited area in March nnd April, and still with the 
war they waged on the thing and the help that the Federal 
Government gave them at that time, with the limited amount 
of money they had they we1·e not able to confine it. This is a 
tremendous, big job. After it gets once started it is too large a 
job for the farmer to undertake to control it. After it has 
been placed under some degree of control I do not think it 
will be such a. hard matter to keep down the ravages of it, so 
that it will atrect not mo~e ~an ·10 o~· 12 pe!': cent of the crop. 

• 
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It will be impossible, of course, to eri;ldicate it entirely, because 
for every one of these worms that lives through the winter in a 
cornstalk there comes out a moth the next spring, and that 
moth will proceed to lay from 700 to 1,200 eggs, the scientists 
tell us, and produce that many corn borers in a year. · 

Now, in damp climates, along the lakes and places like that, 
the mortality of the borers that hatch out is not so great as it 
is out where it is dry. If it should happen in the latter part 
of June or July that the weather should be hot and dry a large 
number of borers hatch out and die, but if the atmosphere is 
damp und the weather is a little damp a very much larger per 
cent of them live. I presume they must have called it "the 
millet borer'.' in the Old World, but when it came over here 
it was found that it preferred corn. That was the one vege
table that it preferred above others, and therefore they called 
it "the corn borer." Professor Flint, in a speech he made 
the other day, said there were 280 vegetables that they worked 
upon. If we should stop growing corn in all the corn-boring 
areas where the borer is now, the borer would go on and work 
on something else that he did not Uke as well as he likes corn 
now and continue to be a menace to agriculture. 

After a campaign such as the campaign we put on when 
we eradicated the foot-and-mouth disease in this country, it 
will be placed in such a position that very little expense 
each year will be nece~sarr, and the destructiveness of it can be 
curtailed very materially. 

1\ir. ROMJU}J. 1\Ir. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. ADKINS. Yes. 
Mr. ROMJUE. At about what stage of the development 

does this corn boror begin work upon the corn? 
Mr. ADKINS. In the latter part of June or fore part of July, 

so the authorities say. The little one !latches out and goes 
into the stalk, either at the tassel or at the ear, or where the 
leaves join the stalk, and remains there until the next season, 
when it comes out equipped with wings ready to tly around and 
lay its eggs. 

1\fr. ROl\lJUE. That is about the time we lay by corn? 
Mr. ADKINS. Yes;. just about the Ume we lay by corn. 
Mr. ROMJUE. Now, when do they first inject themselves 

into the corn? 
Mr. ADKINS. As soon as this egg hatches the borer goes 

right down into the stalk or ear and goes to work. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 

has expired. 
Mr. ADKINS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 

revise and extend my remarks. 
The CHAIH.MAN. Is there objection to the request of the 

gentleman from Illinois? 
There was no objection. 
l\Ir. KINCHELOE. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to 

the gentleman from Georgia [l\fr. LANKFORD]. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia is recog

nized for five minutes. 
1\Ir. LANKFORD. 1\'lr. Chairman and ·gentlemen of the com

mittee, I am heartily in favor of this bill and I want to see it. 
passed. I sincerely hope that by this means we may be able to 
eradicate this pest. \ 

I ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks in the RECORD 
on this bill and on the subject of farm-relief legislation, and to 
be permitted to print in connection with my statement a letter 
written by a leading citizen of my district to the Savannah 
News and carried by that paper, and also an item recently car
ried in the Waycross Journal-Herald, containing a letter from 
the same party on the same subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani
mous consent to extend his remarks as indicated. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. LANKFORD. 1\fr. Chairman and gentlemen of the House, 

the bill to exterminate the corn borer has my hearty approval. 
I certainly wish we could do away not only with this pest, but 
also the boll weevil and all others which infest our farms and 
work havoc to the crops. 

· I wish there was some way also of exterminating the pest 
in human form that work havoc to the products of the farm 
after production and while they are being marketed. There is 
the rub. There is where the great loss takes place. 

In my effort to secure marketing legislation for the farmer 
I am urging the paf.:sage of my bill to provide a reasonable 
minimum price for cotton. This bill, to my mind, would solve 
permanently and correctly the cotton problem. I have so much 
faith in it until I am talking it, writing about it, speaking on 
it, and even getting UP. arguments wherever I can raise a con
troversy on the matter, all for the purpose of getting the 
p1!oposition before the people of the ;Nation. The more it is 
talked and discussed the sooner will it be established as 

the proper solution <Jf the farm problem. If the plan i~ a 
failure, I want some one to argue it out of existence. The 

. way to destroy the Federal cotton corporation bill is to offer 
something better. I much prefer something better, if it can 
be produced. 

The old stock arguments against farm relief are worn thread
bare and are admis!'lions of those offering them that they op
pose farm relief. These moss-covered nostrums of " let the 
farmer diversify," "let the law of supply and demand prevail," 
"let the farmer solve his own problems," "let him live at 
home," and so on and so ou, contain only enough truth to be 
a delusion and a snare and sugar-coat the poison they arc 
ofttimes intended to conce11l. 

The Savannah Morning News, on January 4 last. in an edi
torial said : " In order to keep the record straight, there follows 
Representative LANKFORD's own explanation of his cotton price 
fixing bill"; then, quoting practleally all that was said by me 
on the Federal cotton corporation bill at the time of its intro
duction and later printed in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, fur
ther remarked concerning the matter quoted from my explana
tion of the bill as follows : 

The meat of the coconut is found in the statement : "The corpora· 
tion must hold the production down to what the world needs." In 
other words, the old law of supply aud demand has to be recognized. 
And how is the corporation to keep the supply down? Remember that 
ordinarily about three-elgbths of the world's cotton is prodqced outslde 
the United States. How is Congrt>SI:lman LANKFORD or hls cotton price 
fixing corporation going to keep production down in Egypt and the 
Sudan, in India, China, Mexico, Korea, and what not? There is tho 
trouble. 

And even if he could control production outside the United States, 
how will he control it ins ide the United States? 

As a basic principl.e, before his plan can be succe.qsful, Mr. LANKFORD 

lays this down, and it should not be forgotten in all discussions or 
his bill: 

"The corporation must hold the production down to what the world 
needs." 

And that's impossible. 
The Morning News believes the recent trip of a group of men into 

the South under Government auspices in the interest of diverslfied 
agriculture is of far more importance to the southern farmer that Mr. 
LANKFORD's idea. Diversification is possible. Realization of Mr. 
LANKFORD'S idea is not. 

This is the third time the editor has made substantially the 
same argument as above urged. His argument was faulty when 
first made and gains· no force by reason of this third insistence. 

I still insist, h~wever, that production abroad does not con
'trol the price of cotton, and will not for a long time, if ever; 
that the Federal cotton corporaUon, if created, would insure 
the farmer a fair minimum price for his cotton, and prevent 
the recurrence of such low prices as now prevail ; tllat tlle 
Government would not lose by the process ; and that no undue 
·hardships would be worked on anyone. 

In another editorial on tbe same date of January 4. 1927, 
the editor says I class my bill " alongside the Magna Charta, 
the Declaration of Independence, the Constitution of the United 
States, and the Bible." Well, the editor has come to believe I 
have greater faith in my bill than I happen to possess. A law 
that would emancipate the farmer from the slavery that he has 
suffered through the ages would be entitled to a place among 
tlle greatest documents of all time, and I am sure would be in 
accordance with the teachiug of Holy Writ. l\Iy bill, though, 
is only an humble suggestion of a plan which I hope is worthy 
of consideration. I am pleading with the editor, the country, 
and Congress to help develop a farm relief bill not only in 
name but in fact. One person nlone can not do it. I hope all 
of us can. I have besought the editor to give u::; in detail 
his ideas of a farm-relief measure, and I am sure the people of 
the Nation thank him for his wonderful advice to "let them 
diversify." Why not advise the manufacturers, the bankerR, 
the railroad owners, and others to diversify rather than have 
beneficial laws enacted in their behalf? I believe in diversi
fication as a part and parcel of a plan to help the farmer live 
and sell his products at a reasonable price. I do not believe 
in advising him to diversify as an excuse for giving him no 
legislative aid to protect him from those who would destroy 
him. 

In this connection I wish to quote a letter written by Mr. A. r. 
Brantley, of Blackshear, Ga., to the editor aud recently car
ried in the Savannah :Morni~g News, as follows: 

I have a very high opinion of the hone-sty and good intentions of 
the Savannah Morning News, aud I fancy that I am one of its 
oldest readers. · 

I think, however, that the editor who attempts to write abou.t 
cotton lacks expetience in farming generally and cotton growing in 
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particular and that he Is entirely theorcticnJ. I reeommend that he 
buy a farm and run it five or six years. I believe at the expiration 
of this time be would be wiser but a very much sadder man. I am 
sure that at the end of this period he would know a great deal 
more alxmt farming in general and about cotton growing at a profit 
in particular than he at present knows. 

No matter whether cotton is grown as n surplus crop or in any other 
way it is selling under the cost of production ; and in this__connec
tion it is true just as in any other business that anything sold at 
cost will r esult in disaster to the seller. The farmer, just as much 
as any other individual in business, must get a profit if he is to 
live and puy his debts. 

Di"\"ersification in farming is absolutely essential to success, but 
even though a farmer " lives at home " he must have money crops 
that he can sell at a profit and in substantial quantities if he is to 
succeed. 

The chief thought behind diversification is thnt the farmer should 
raise all of his home supplies. Not anyone who knows anything 

---about farming expects these excess home supplies (if any) to bring 
a- profit..'lble price even if they can be sold at the cost of production. 

•.rake corn for instance, an<l there is an excess of corn in this 
section of the State, the best market for. corn is in the neighborhood 
ot Atlanta, and the cost of transporting corn from Blackshear to 
Atlanta points is almost as great as the cost of transporting corn 
from the Corn Belts of the West to Atlanta. 

The railroads have not waked up to the fact that there are certain 
crops upon which lower freight rates must be h·ad if these crops are 
to be profitable to the . f~rmer. 

There is always, of course, a chance that some special crop in 
some seasons can be disposed of at a price that will net the farmer 
a little above the cost of production. I am thinking now of water
melons, big-stem Jersey potatoes, and a few other similar crops, 
but these crops are easily overdone, but it is the best policy for 
the farmer to take a shot- at several money crops, so that if two or 
three of them fail at least one may pay him a profit· and save the 
tlny for him. , 

It bas often seemed to me that some people who do not know the 
farmer intimately regard him as a sort of serf, peon, or something of 
that sort; as some one different from themselves ; some one who does 
not need much and deserves but little <>f anything. Such people arc 
mistaken. The average farmer is just like the average people any7 
where. He is not content with barely enough to eat and scarcely 
anything to wear. lllxcept for ·the fact that he may raise the greater 
part of his food, his ne<:(ls are precisely the same as the needs of 
other people. He probably. wants an automobile, wishes to give 
his children a good education; and his children want to wear good 
clothes; and of course the farmer ha.s to pay doctors, dentists, and 
other bills juat like anyone else. None of these things can be had 
by a farmer who simply " lives at home" and who has but little to 
sell for cash. 

The farmer who is to be worth anytlling to his community or the 
country at large must "live at home," but in addition he must have 
an abundance of crops that be can convert into actual cash, and 
cotton is one of the best money crops he can grow and will always 
pay him if he and his brother farmers do not overplant. 

The rub is how to I'egulate his production in his own interest and 
at the same time not lle unmindful of the needs of the world. Every
thing has been done for the farmer but the one thing which will guar
antee him prosperity. 

Do not worry about cotton going too high and encouraging pro
duction throughout the world. There is no <!anger of thHi ever hap... 
pening. This bas been the cry over a long period of years of those 
who would like to sec large crops and low prices for cotton. 

.Again the editor says : 

A. P. BRANTLEY, 
Blackshear, Ga. 

And Mr. LANKFORD has a decided advantage over both of us. His 
congressional postal frank lets him send his " extension of r emarks " 
from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD to farmers 1n his district for nothing, 
and it would cost a lot !or the farmers to send all that poundage back 
to him. · 

As ever, the editor is wrong ~gain. If he will have his 
" extension of remarks" put in the CoKGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
they can be mailed free the same as mine. He says it wou,ld 

• cost a lot for the farmers to mail my remarks back to me. Let 
us see how nearly right he is in th~ respect. The farmer 
could secure fro~ llis Representative in Congress a few f~anks, 
and could, if he had them, return a carload of remarks or 
speeches absolutely free. .Anothe~ privilege . every man, woman, 
and child in tb,e United States lias ~ t.b,e right to ~end his 
Representatives in Congress an argument or plea in behalf of 
the poor or oppressed, or in behalf of a,nyone else, and through 
that Representative have that letter or plea inserted in the 
RECORD and thereby become at once entitled to all the benefits 
and privileges of f~ec mail s~rvice !.lCCQrde<l tl!e re~arks of a 

Cong.ressmari, Seqator, or the President · of 't;he ·united States. 
A farmer, s.t the same cost l!S a Congressman, can have printed 
any number of his letters which, have been placed in the 
RECORD, o~ any other portion of the RECORD, and have not only 
pounds but tons of it mailed to him free, and can then remail 
it absolutely free to all qua~ers of the Nation. This not only 
can be done but is being done every day by farmers and all 

s of people. 
I have no franking privilege as a.n individual but only as a 

Representative of the people who elected me. The franki11g 
privilege is theirs and only mine to be used as an official in their 
behalf. I have no right to use it for private or pe~onal mail. 
What I can do as their agent they can do through me with my 
official signature. 

The franking privilege carries to the people millions of tons 
of valuable information, and the larger part of the people's 
business transacted by and with the Government is done under 
the privilege of the frank. I know that the franking privilege, 
like all others, is sometimes abused, but through it the people 
and their representatives can broadcast their protest against 
oppi'ession and their petition for redress to the uttermost parts 
of the earth. But regardless of what may be said of the frank
ing privilege, it was here when I came and will be here when 
I am gone. But, Mr. Editor, the thought comes back again and 
again that the farmer does not get a square deal. I am still 
of the opinion that others get more fa\ors from legislation 
than is accorded the farmer. I also feel that the farmer should 
get the same rnte on his farm products that the editor gets 
on his "extension of remarks," that eating the products of the 
farm is as essential as reading the editor's "extensions," and 
that more people would be benefited by food directly from the 
producer to the consumer than by reading the daily press. 

1\lr. Speaker, under leave to extend my remarks I submit 
the following from the Waycross Journal-Herald, of Waycross, 
Ga.: 
PRODUCTIO~ REGULATION CIIAMPIO~ED BY BRANTLEY-COTTO~ SlTUATIO~ 

IN SOUTH DElrU~DS ATTENTION---'SUGAR PLAN CITED-THEODOllE H. 
PRICE OFFERS INTERESTI~G IXFOR:llATION 

Definite recommendations concerning Go;ernment regulation of pro
duction to stabilize the cotton industry have been made in recent 
articles carried ·fn the Journal-Herald throu~h interviews with A. P. 
Brantley, financier and industrial leader, of Blackshear. Mr. Brantley 
in a letter to the Journal-Herald to-day, says: 
EDITOR OF TIIE JOURNAL-HERALD: 

I am inclosing an article by Theodore H. Price, published in Commerce 
and Finance, December lu, and entitled " Crop limitation in Cuba and 
elsewhere." I think this article is particularly interesting because of 
his view, "we think it may be taken for granted that governmental con
trol of agricultural production bas come to stay, that it will gradually 
extend itself, and that the wisest policy will be to try to dll·ect its 
extension intelligently." I hope you ·will publish this letter. 

This view is something comparatively new. It has not been long 
since there was a large and influential movement in the United States 
who thought it was criminal for the farmer to r educe his pro<luction, 
although these same authorities thought that in all other forms of busi
ness that production should be aujustetl to fit the needs of consumption. 

SERIOUS rLIGHT 
r.ecently I read a statement in the Pathfinder that the dogs (and of 

which there were legion) of Constantinople which for centuries bad 
occupied a privileged position in Constantinople had recently at the 
bands of the Young Turks been removed to Asia Minor where in a com
paratively short time they had eaten each other up and that none now 
remained. 

'l'hls reminded me of the plight of the farmers growing our great 
staple crops. 

It is impossible for these farmers to know what acreage should be 
planted to any given crop or to re~ate this acreage among them
selv<'s; so that our Government, whether intentionally or not (and 
probably it does not so intend), ha;e left our farmers pretty . much in 
the same fix that the <logs of Constantinople were in when they were 
removed to Asia Minor. 

A. P. BRANTLEY. 
Herewith is printed the article by Theodore H. Price, editor of Com

merce and Finance, which, in the opinion of Mr. Brantley, is worthy 
of the consideration of those persons interested. in the solution of o>cr
prouuction. 

(By Theodore H. Price) 

·• In his message to Congress last week the President of the United 
States urged the cotton farmers of the South to reduce the acreage 
plimted to cotton by· 33 per cent, and in the same week tbe Pre.t;ident 
of the Republic of Cuba issued an edict limiting next years Cuban 
sugar crop to 4,500,000 tons. In each case there is a surplus that 
has carried the price below the cost of production," writes Theodore H: 
Price, in Commerce and Finance. 
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"A surplus of ruuber led Great Britain to limit the export of that 

commodity some time since. More recently, and for the same reason, 
Australia has limited the production of wool, Brazil has restricted 
the export of coff'ee, and Egypt has curtailed the area that may be 
planted to cotton by 33 per cent of last year's acreage. In addition, 
the tea growers of British India have agreed to leave the unplcked 
tl.'a in the fields and the price, which wns unprofitably low, bas atlvanced 
sharply. 

PROTESTS 
" In every instance the action taken has evoked protest from those 

who represented consumers of the commodity affected, as well as from 
some academic econornists who depreciate what they call interference 
with the law of supply and demand. 

"But cooperative or governmental control of agricultural produc
tion has become so general and so world-wide that it has passed from 
the realm of theory and has become a condition that is likely to be 
met whenever the supply exceetls the demand at what the producers 
regard as a satisfactory price. We say a satisfactory rather than a 
profitable price because the appetite for high prices grows by what it 
feeds- upou, and a price yielding only a minimum profit is no longer 
regarded as satisfactory. 

ANALYSIS 
"The Wall Street Journal of May 211, 1!)26, published an unofficial 

analysis which purported to show that the net earnings of the United 
States Steel Corporation for the year 1!)25 were equal to $12.49 a 
ton on its sales of steel, for which an average price of $U9.93 a ton . 
was obtained. This profit ·is not regarded as excessive, but if those 
who raise sugar or cotton could be reasonably sure of a profit of 
~12.50 on a ton of sugar or a bale of cotton, they would consider 
themselves fortunate, and there would be no agricultural problem. 

·· 'l'herefore, it is not surprising that the farmer should take a leaf 
from the book of the industrialist and demand that his Government 
should do something for the protection of the man who tills the soil 
and is compelled to face the hazards of the weather and the markets 
for a period of nearly 12 months or more and is thereby driven into 
a sveculation upon which no manufacturer would embark. 

CONTROL OF SUPPLY 
"And since the farmer is finding out that the profits of industry in 

this and other countries are chiefly due to the control of supply 
through either a protective tariff or combination, it is not surprising 
that he should insist that one of these methods should be used in his 
behalf. 

" Both presuppose a limitation of the supply-one by the erection of 
a tariff wall, the other by an agreement betw{.'en producers tht·ough 
an organization of which the German cartel is a type. 

"But vo:iuntary agreements to curtail the output are difficult to 
obtuin, and since a tari1r wall does not protect the man who produces a 
commodity of which his own country has an exportable surplus it is not 
surprising that governmental control of production · should be favored 
in such countries. They include, among others, the United States, 
from which a preponderant proportion of its cotton production is <~x

ported ; the East Indies, where nearly all the world's rubbrr is pro
duced; Brazil, which has almost a monopoly of coff'ee growing; Aus
tt·alia, which Hpoi-ts moRt of its large wool clip ; aud Cuba, from which 
nearly all of its sugar production is shipped somewhere else. 

SINOLID ARGUMENT 
" To the people of these countries the arithmetical argument in favor 

of go,·ernment curtailment is unanswerably simple. Even a schoolboy 
can figure out that 18,000,000 bales of cotton, at 12 cents a pound, 
will yield but $1,080,000,000, whereas 12,000,000 bales at 20 cents 
will L>ring $1,200,000,000, or that G,GOO,OOO "long" tons of sugar at 2 
cents a pound will sell for but $246,400,000, whereas 4,500,000 tons 
at 3 cents will be worth $302,400,000, and the prospect of more money 
with less labor is irreRistible. 

"Ther{.'fore we think it may be taken for granted that governmental 
control of agricultural production has come to stay, that it will gradu
ally extend itself, and that the wisest policy will be to try to direct 
its ex tension intelligently." 

:aft·. LANKFORD. Mr. Chairman, I yield back the remainder 
of my time. 

'l'he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia yields back 
three minutes. 

Mr. KINCHELOE. Mr. Chairman, I yield three minutes to 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. UPSHAW]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia is recognized 
for tllree minutes. 

Mr. UPSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I :tl.nd peculiar pleasure in 
supporting a blll of this kind, from two standpoints ; not only 
because of the wisdom and sanity of it, but because of the 
fellowship that it gives us an opportunity to show for the agri
cultural masses of all sections. 

Legislation of this kind comes under that provision of the 
Constitution _in the preamble wllich declares that the Constitu-

tion is ordained among other things to provide for the general 
welfare. There are some splendid and conservative gentlemen 
who are afraid of J!'ederal aid and Federal activities about 
almost anything and everything, but here is an · illustration 
of how the Federal Go-vernment, dealing with a national evil, 
must come in and perform a sane and fundamental function. 

I do .o.ot mean to unduly "heap coals of fire" on anybody's 
head, but I do remember that day six years ago when we 
Members from the cotton States had a hard time on this floor 
in saving an appropriation of only $25,000 to :tight the boll 
weevil; but just as soon as our friends over on the Republican 
side founJ out that we really needed it, I saw a whole bunch 
from Ohio come in together and say, "We have come to your 
rescue." · 

The proposed $10,000,000 is a large amount, some people 
may say; but I am glad, as a 'Southern man, from the stand
point of national comradeship and loyalty, to vote for tllis 
protective measure and tllus see all Members have an oppor
tunity to shake hands with each other from every section, 
making practical brotllers of those who till the soil. Some of 
these days, it may be, that the country will wake up to the 
fact that the National Government owes every po~sible assist
ance to those engaged in the basic industry of agriculture. 
[Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back any re~l.Uinder of my time. 
The CHAIRi\iAN. The gentleman's time has expired. 
Mr. PURNELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield to my colleague from 

Indiana [Mr. VESTAL]. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana is recog

nized. 
1\Ir. VESTAL. 1\fr. Chairman and gentlemen of the commit

tee, I do not care to take any time in discussing thi'3 measure, 
because I feel that everyone is in favor of it and will be ready 
to support it wllen the time comes to vote. But I do want to 
say that we feel out in the Central West that this is a great 
menace and that we need this appropriation. The farmers in 
Indiana have recognized what this means, and, as I said a 
moment ago in asking a question of my collengue from In
diana [Mr. PURNELL], they are already going allend now, at
tempting to combat tllis corn borer as best they can, and we 
certainly need this appropriation. 

The Clerk read the bill for amendment. 
Mr. PURNELL. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 

do now rise and report tlle bill back to the House with the 
recommendation that -the bill do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the committee rose; and Mr. TILSON, Speaker 

pro tempore, having assumed the chair, l\lr. RAMSEYER, Chair
man of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of tlle 
Union, reported that that committee having had under con
sideration tile bill (H. R. 15649) to provide for the eradication 
or control of the European corn borer had directed him to re
port the same back to the House with the recommendation that 
tlle bill do pass. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The previous question is or
dered by tlle rule. The question is on the engrossment and 
tllil'd reading of tlle bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of 1\fr. PURNELL, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

STREAM POLLUTION IN THE UNITED STATES 
Mr. BEERS. 1\Ir. Speaker, I offer a privileged resolution 

from the Committee on Printing. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsyl

vania offers a privileged re~olution from tlle Committee on 
Printing, which tlle Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
House Resolution 336 

Resolved, That the monograph prepared by the legislative refer
ence service of the Library of Congress entitled " Stream Pollution in 
the United States" be printed us a House document. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
TWE ... -TY-EIGIITH NATIONAL ENCAMPMENT OF THE VETERANS OF 

FOREIGN WARS OF TilE UNITED STATES 
Mr. BEERS. Mr. Speaker, I offer another privileged reso

lution from the Committee on Printing. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Tlle gentleman from Pennsyl

vania offers another privileged resolution from the Committee 
on Printing, which the Clerk will report. 
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Tht~ Clerk read as follows : 

House Resolution 837 
Rc.solt'ed, That there shall be printed as a House document the pro

ceedings of the Twenty-eighth National Encampment of the Veterans 
of Foreign Wars of the United States for the year 1927, with accom
panying illustrations. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution. 

'l'lle resolution was agreed to. 
aMEHSAGE FROM: TilE PRESIDENT-SECOND PAN AMERICAN CONFER

ENCE ON lllGHWAYS (H. DOC. NO. 631) 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the fol
lowing message from the President of the United States : 
To th e Congress of the United States: 

I recommen<l to the favorable consideration of the Congress 
the inclosed report from the Secretary of State, with accom
panying papers, to the end that legislation may be enacted 
authorizing an appropriation of $15,000 to enable the United 
States to participate in the Second Pan American Conference 
on Highways to be held at Rio de Janeiro, in accordance with 
the re<:ommendation of the Secretary of Agriculture and the 
Acting Secretary of Commerce joined in by the Secretary of 
State. 

CALVIN COOLIDGE. 

THE WHITE HousE, 
~Vashington) January 8, 1921. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The message and accompany
ing papers are ordered printed and referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

ADJOURN 11IENT 

l\fr. RAMSEYER. Mr. Speaker, I mo\e that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 32 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Monday, January 10, 
1027, at 12 o'clock noon. 

COMMITTEE HEARINGS 
Mr. TILSON submitted the following t entative list of com

mittee hearings scheduled for l\fonuay, January 10, 1927, as 
reported to the floor leader by clerks of the several committees : 

COM11II'£TEE ON AGUICULTURE 

(10 a. m.) 
To stimulate commerce in agricultural products and provi

sions witll foreign countries, to encourage agriculture in the 
United States (H. R. 7392). 

COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIO~S 

( 10.30 a. m.) 
State, Jus tice, Commerce, and Labor Departments and the 

firs t de1lciency appropriation bills. • 
COM11IlTTEE ON THE CENSUS 

( 10.30 a. m.) 
To consider reapportionment of Members of the House of 

Representatives among the several States. 
COMMITI'EE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS 

( 10.30 a. m.) 
To amend section 40 of the act a:>proved ::Jeptember 2, 1901, 

relative to rations (H. R. 16077). 

REPORTS OF COl\11\HTTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
l\1r. MAcGREGOR: Committee on Accounts. H. Res. 339. .A 

resolution providing a clerk to the official t·eporters of debates 
and abolishing the office of assistant reporter of debates ; 
(Rept. No. 1704). Ordered to be printed. 

M1·. W .AS ON: Committee on the Disposition of Useless Execu
tive Papers. Report of the Committee on the Disposition of 
Useless Executive Papers on the disposition of u seless executive 
papers in the .Post Office Department; (Rept. No. 1705). Or-
dered to be printed. . 

Mr. ELLIOTT: Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
H. U. 15340. A bill to amend section 5 of the act entitled " An 
act to provide for the construction of certain public buildings, 
and for other purposes," approved May 25, 1925; with amend
ment (Rept. No. 1700). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LINTHICUM: Committee on Foreign .A.tiairs. S. 1730. 
An act to authorize the payment of indemnity to the Govern
ment of Great Britain on account of losses sustained by the 

owners of the British steamship Mavtsbroo7v as a result of 
collision between it and the U. S. transport OaroUmianJ· without 
amendment (Rcpt. No. 1707). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on tlie state of the Union. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clalL'se 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. BULWINKLE: Committee on Claims. H. R. 13971. .A 

bill for the relief of Ruth J. Walling; with amendment (Rept. 
No. 1708). Referred to the Committee of the \\Thole House. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII the Committee on Claims was 

discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 15756) 
for the relief of M. F. Powers, and the same was referr.ed 
to the Committee on War ClaiiDB. 

PUBLIC BILLS .AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, public bills and resolutions 

were introduced and . severally refened as follows : 
By 1\lr. MONTGOMERY: A bill (H. R. 16073) providing for 

repairs, improvements, and new building!;"! at the Seneca Indian 
School at Wyandotte, Okla. ; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16074) to amend section 2 of the act of 
Congress of Murch 3, 1921 ( 41 Stat. L. p. 1249), entitled "An 
act to amend ·section 3 of the act of Congress of June 28, 100G, 
entitled 'An act for the division of the lan<ls and funds of the 
Osage Indians in Oklahoma,' and for other purposes " ; t o the 
Committee on Indian .Affairs. 

By Mr. SWANK: A bill (H. R. 10075) to amend section 205 
of the World 'Var veterans' act, 1024; to the Committee on 
·world War Veterans' Legislation. 

By l\Ir. HARE: A bill (H. R. 16076) to provide for holiday 
service on rural mail routes ; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roaus. 

By l\fr. JAMES: .A bill (H. R. 160'77) to amend section 40 
of the act approved February 2, 1901 (31 Stat. 758), relative 
to rations; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HASTINGS: A bill (H. R. 16078) to authorize an 
appropriation to enable the Director of the United States Vet
erans' Bureau to provide additional hospital facilities at the 
United States Veterans' Bureau Hospital No. 90 at Muskogee, 
Okla.; to the Committee on World War Veterans' Legislation. 

By Mr. BLOOM: Resolution (H. Res. 367) to provide for 
the · printing of additional copies of reports of the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads ; to the Committee on Printing. 

By l\1r. HUDDLESTON: Resolution (H. R es. 368) express
ing the conclusions of the House of Representatives upon the 
policy of the United States Government with relation to Mexico 
and Nicaragua; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs . 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 1 of Rule .XXII, private bills and resolution 

were inh·oduced and severally referred as follows : 
By Mr . .ANDREW: A bill (H. R. 16079) granting a pension to 

Louise F. Carter ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. ANTHONY: A bill (H. R. 16080) fo!' the relief of 

Calvin H. Burkhead; to the Committee on Military .Affairs. 
By l\fr. BEERS: A bill (H. R. 1{)081) granting a pension to 

Susan C. Fleck ; to the Committee on In-valid Pensions. 
By Mr. BLOOM: .A bill (H. R. 16082) for the adjudication 

and determination of the claims arising under the extension by 
the Commissioner of Patents of the patent granted to Frederick 
G. Ransford and Peter Low a s assignees of Marcus P. Norton, 
No. 25036, August 9, 1859; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

By l\lr. DALLINGER: A bill (H. R. 1G083) for the relief of 
Mary Martin Harrison, mother of the late Henry H artwell 
Harrison, ensign, United States Navy, a\iation service; t o tlle 
Committee on Claims. 

By l\ir. DRANE: A bill (H. R. 16084) autho:rjzing a survey 
by the Secretary of the Interior of the E\erglades of Florida 
to obtain information rega,rding the reclamation thereof; to the 
Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation. . 

By Mr. FLETCHER: A bill (H. R. 16085) granting a pen
sion to Vina Bertch ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HALL of No!'th Dakota: .A bill (H. R. 16086) grant
ing a pension to George C. Brooks; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 
' By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 16087) for the relief of 
William A. Light; to the Committee on Claims. 
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By Mr. HILL of Alabama: A bill (II. R. 16088) for the relief 

of George M. Browder and F. N. Browder; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HILL of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 16089) granting 
an increase of pension to Theresa Benezet ; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By l\1r. JOHNSON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 16090) granting 
an increase of pension to Catharine H. Mills; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By l\lr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 16091) to correct the 
military record of Charles B. Holmes ; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCLINTIC: A bill (H. R. 16092) granting a pen
sion to C. S. Kerns ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MONTGOMERY: A bill (H. R. 16093) for the relief 
of William T. De Weese; to the Committee on the Civil Service. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 16094) for the relief of Capt. William 
P. T. Hill, United States Marine Corps; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16095) for the relief . of the Fairfax 
National Bank, of Fairfax, Okla.: to the Committee on Bank
ing and Currency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16096) for the relief of James R. Baptie; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16097) granting an increase of pension to 
Lydia C. Ramsey ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. QUIN: A bill (H. R. 16098) for the relief of G. R. 
Robertson ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RAMSEYER: A bill (H. R. 16099) for the relief of 
Harry E. Craven; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. REED of New York: A bill (H. R. 16100) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary A. Ruch; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16101) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary J. Turner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIM1..10NS: A bill (H. R. 16102) for the relief of 
Robert F. Neeley and Franklin E. Neeley; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. THATCHER: A bill (H. R. 16103) authorizing the 
acceptance from the Republic of Chile of the order of Al 
Mfu-ito, conferred on certain officers of the United States Navy; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON: Resolution (H. J. Res 326) 
for the appointment of Jay B. Sessions, of South Dakota, as 
member of the Board of Managers of the National Home for 
Disabled Volunteer Soldiers; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were 

laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows : 
4514. By 1\'lr. ADKINS: Petition of the voters of Decatur, 

Macon County, Ill., urging immediate steps be taken to bring 
to a vote the Civil War pension bill now pending before Con
gress ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

4515. By Mr. ALDRICH: Petition of 89 citizens of Rhode 
Island, urging passage of bill granting increase of pensions to 
widows of Civil War veterans; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

4516. By Mr. ANDREW: Petition of mayor and municipal 
council of Gloucester, Mass., urging immediate passage of legis
lation for the control of radio communication; to the Com
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

4517. By 1\Ir. AYRES: Pet!tions of citizens of McPherson 
and Newton, Kans., asking for early consideration of legisla
tion in favor of Civil War veterans and widows; to the Com. 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

4518. By Mr. BACHMANN: Petition of Mrs. I. E. Bales and 
other citizens of Barrackville, Marion County, W. Va.,_ urging 
immediate action on the Civil War pension bill; to the Com
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

4519. By 1\Ir. BLAND: Petition of 90 voters of Birdsnest, 
Va., urging that immediate steps be taken to bring to a vote 
the Civil War pension bill, and urging that support on the 
part of their Senators and Representatives in Congress be 
accorded this legislation; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

4520. Also, petition of seven voters of Bayview, Va., urging 
that immediate steps be taken to bring to a vote the Civil War 
pension bill, and urging that support on the part of their 
Senators and Representatives in Congress be accorded this 
legislation; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

4fi21. Also, petition of 47 voters of · the United States of 
America, urging that immediate steps be taken to bring to a 

vote a Civil War pension bill carrying the rates proposed by 
the National Tribune, .Washington, D. C., and urging that sup
port on the part of their Senators and Representatives in Con
gress be accorded this legislation ; to the Committee on In
valid Pensions. 

4522. By Mr. CANFIELD: Petition of Mr. Charles A. Bowman 
and 118 other residents of Madison, Ind. ; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

4523. By Mr. CANNON: Petition signed by Mr. Robert W. 
Ely and other residents of St. Charles, Mo., favoring the 
passage of House bill 10311 ; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

4524. By Mr. CROWTHER : Petition of citizens of Schenec
tady, N. Y. ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

4525. Also, petition of citizens of Johnstown, N. Y.; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

4526. By Mr. DICKINSON of Missouri: Four petitions, from 
Warrensburg, Lockwood, and El Dorado Springs, l\!o., and 
from the sixth district of Missouri, for the relief of Civil War 
veterans and widows by bringing to a vote the Civil War pen
sion bill ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

4527. By Mr. DOUGLASS: Petition of John Stewart, radio 
editor of the Boston Post, a newspaper published at Boston, 
Mass., and having a very large and widely sc-attered circulation 
throughout the New England States, urging that Congress take 
action during the present session to enact radio-control legis
lation that will remedy· the chaos and confusion now seriously 
impairing the instructive and entertainment value of the radio; 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

4528. By Mr. EATON: Petition of Mrs. Mary Goldy, 831 
South Broad Street, Trenton, N. J., and 39 other citizens of 
Trenton, N. J., urging immediate action and support of Civil 
\Var pension bill granting relief to needy and suffering veterans 
and their widows ; to the Committee on Invalid Pe1;1sions. 

4529. By Mr. EVANS: Petition of citizens of Missoula, Mont., 
urging the passage of legislation increasing the pensions of 
Civil War veterans and their widows; to the Committee on In
valid Pensions. 

4530. Also, petition of citizens o! Hamilton, Mont., ur~ing the 
passage of legi<~lation increasing the pensions of Civil War 
veterans and their widows; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sion& _ 

4531. By Mr. GALLIVAN: Petition of John Stewart, the 
Boston Post, Boston, Mass., urging prompt enactment of proper 
legislation to clear up the situation regarding radio broad
casting; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

4532. By Mr. GIBSON: Petition of citizens of Irasburg, Vt., 
favoring the passage of pension legislation for veterans of the 
Civil War and their widows; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

4533. Also, petition by citizens of Albany, Vt., favoring the 
passage of pension legislation for veterans of the Civil War and 
their widows ; to the CQlllmittee on Invalid Pensions. 

4534. By Mr. HASTINGS: Resolution adopted by regular 
meeting of James F. Smith Post 15, of the Amelican Legion, 
held at Muskogee, Okla., regarding the refusal of the banks to 
accept adjusteq-compensation certificates; to the Committee on 
World War Veterans' Legislation. 

4535. By Mr. HOOPER: Petition of C. W. Van Tassel and 23 
other residents of Kalamazoo, Mich., in favor of pending legis
lation to increase the present rates of pension for Civil War 
veterans, their widows, and dependents ; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

4536. Also, petition of Queen City Rifle Club, of Battle Creek, 
Mich., requesting that an appropriation in aid of the National 
Rifle Association be added to the Army appropriation bill; to 
the Committee on .Appropriations. 

4537. Also, petition of Louis V. Harvey and 31 other residents 
of North Adams, Mich., in favor of pending legislation to in
crease the present rates of pension for Civil War veterans, their 
widows, and dependents; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

4538. Also, petition of Mrs. Harriett Matteson and 15 other 
residents of Alamo, Mich., in favor of pending legislation to 
increase the present rates of pension for Civil War veterans, 
their widows, and dependents; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

4539. By Mr. IRWIN: Petition of C. B. Peach et al., of Leba
non, ill., urging the passage of pension legislation for the relief 
of veterans of the Civil War and their widows at the present 
session of Congress; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

4540. Also, petition of William Tate et al., of East St. Louis, 
Ill., urging the passage of pension legislation for the relief of 
veterans of the Civil War and their widows at the present ses
sion of Congress; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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4541. By Mr. KIESS: Petition of citizens of -Jersey Shore, 

Pa., favoring the passage of bill to increase the pension of 
widows of Civil War soldiers; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

4542. By Ur. LETTS : Petition of sundry. citizens of Clinton, 
Iowa, urging the passage of the Civil War pension bill; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

4543. Also, petition of sundry citizens of Davenport, Iowa, 
urging the passage of the Civil War pension bill; to the Com
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

4544. Also, petition of sundry citizens of Jackson County, 
Iowa, urging the passage of the Civil War pension bill; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

4545. By Mr. McREYNOLDS : Petitions signed by the citi
zens of IIamilton, Warren, McMinn, and Bradley Counties, 
Tenn., containing 532 names, urging immediate action and sup
port of the Civil War pension bill granting relief to the needy 
and suffering veterans and their widows ; to the Committee on 
Invalid I,ensions. 

4546. By 1\!r. MAJOR: Petition of citizens of Benton County, 
1\Io., urging the passage of Civil War pension bill, for the relief 
of needy and suffering veterans and widows; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. . - · 

4547. Also, petition of citizens of Glasgow, Mo., urging the 
passage of the Civil War pension bill for the relief of needy 
and ~uffering veterans aud widows ; to the Committee on In
valid Pensions. 

4548 . .Also, petition of citizens of Fair Grove, Mo., urging the 
passage of the Civil War pension bill for the relief of needy 
and suffering veterans and widows; to the Committee on In
valid Pensions. 

. 4540. By Mr. O'CONNELL of New York: Petition of 1\Iark 
J. Hayes, of Brooklyn, N. Y., opposing the passage of the 
Parker bill (H. R. 14684) ; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

~550. Also, petition of the Dr. ' Millard P. Wilkins Chapter, 
the Disabled .American Veterans of the World War, Kerr 
Cow1ty, Tex., opposing paragr~ph 7, section 202, of the Johnson 
bill; to the Committee on World War Veterans' Legislation. 

4551. Also,. petition of the American Irish Historical Society 
of New York City, protesting severally against fixing immigra
tion quotas in accordance with the "national origins" tabula
tions . submitted to Congress during the deb~tes on the immi
gration act of 1024; to the Committee on Immigration and 
NatUralization. -

4552. By 1\Ir. OLDFIELD: Petition of John S. and Mary E. 
Stipp and others, o~ Hazen, Ark., urging the enactment of 
widows' pension blll (H. R. 13450) ; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

4553. Also, petition of George P. Ketcham, H. 1\1. Stevens, and 
other citizens of White County, Ark., urging the enactment of 
the widow's pension bill (H. R. 13450) ; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

4554. By 1\Ir. RAI\ISEYER : Petition of residents of Keswick, 
Iowa, urging that immediate steps be taken to bring to a vote 
the Civil War widows increase of pension bill (H. R. 13450) ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

4555. Also, petition of residents of Delta, Iowa, urging that 
immediate· steps be taken to bring to a vote the Civil War 
widows increase of pension bill (H. R. 13450) ; to the Com
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

455G. Also, petition of Allice Sumner, a resident of Eldon, 
Iowa, urging that immediate steps be taken to bring to a vote 
the Civil War widows increase of pension bill (H. R. 13450) ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

4557. Also, petition of residents of Keota, Iowa, urging that im
mediate steps be taken to bring to a vote the Civil War widows 
increase of pension bill (H. R. 13450) ; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

4558. By Mr. REED of New York: Petition of citizens of 
Limestone, N. Y., in behalf of a. Civil War pension bill; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

4559. By 1\:lr. ROBINSON of Iowa: Petition of citizens of 
Dubuque, Iown, requesting a vote on the Civil War pension bill; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

4560. By Mr. ROMJUE : Petition of Simon McQuiston and 
others, asking for increased pensions to Civil War veterans 
and their widows; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

4u61. By· Mr. ROWBOTTOM: Petition of George J. Ziegler 
and others, of Evansville, Ind., and also Mrs. A. H. Albra
hausen and others, of Evansville, Ind., that the Civil War 
pension bill be enacted into law at this session of Congress; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

4562. By Mr. SNELL: Petition of residents of Heuvelton and 
Uouses Point, N. Y., urging immediate action and support of 
tbe Civil ·war pension bill granting relieJ: to needy and sulf~ 

ing .veterans and their. widows ; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

4563. By Mr. SPEAKS : Petition signed by 103 citizens of 
Franklin County, Ohio, protesting against the compulsory Sun
day observance bills ; to the Committee on · the Disb:ict of 
Columbia. 

4564. Also, petition signed by 300 citizens of Columbus, Ohio, 
urging enactment of legislation increasing the 'pension rates to 
Civil \Var veterans, their widows, and dependents; to the Com
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

4565. By ::M:r. S1"'RONG o~ Pennsylvania: Petitions of citizens 
of Indiana and Clarion Counties, Pa., praying for immediate 
passage of the· pending pension bill for the benefit of CiYil 'Var 
veterans and their widows ; to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. · 

4566. By Mr. TEMPLE: Petitions of Jefferson Council, No. 
366, Jefferson, Pa.; p1·otesting against House bill 15331), intro
duced by Representative MAcGRFnOR, and the Wadsworth bill, 
both amending the immigration law; to the Committee on Immi
gation and Naturalization. 

4567. Also, petitions of a number of residents of Washington, 
Rogersville, and Richhill Township, Greene County, Pa., in sup
port of legislation which would increase the rate of pensions to 
veterans of the Civil War and widows of Civil 'Var Yeterans; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

4568. Also, petition of Mizpah Council, No. 361, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, 'Vashington, Pa., protesting against 
the enactment of House bill 15335, or any change in the immi
gration laws, unless it is to make the laws more stringent; to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

45G9. Dy Mr. THOMPSON: Petitions of 200 citizens of Ma
linta, Ohio City, and Deshler, Ohio, praying for passage ·Of 
House bill 13450, a bill to increase the pensions of Civil War 
widows ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

4570. By Mr. VAILE: Petition of_ sundry citizens of Denver, 
Colo., urging the 11assage of pension legislation for the relief 
of Civil War veterans and their widows; to the Committee on 
Invalid P.ensions. 

4571. By Mr. VINSON of Kentucky: Petition signed by 
numerous citizens of Green, Elliott County, Ky., m·ging .the 
passage, before ndjonrnme~t of Congress, of a bill for the 
i·elief of Civil War veterans and their widows; to the Com
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

4572. Also, petition signed by numerous residents of Elkfork, 
Morgan County, Ky., urging prompt and favorable consideration 
of a bill for the relief of Civil War veterans and their widows; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

4573. By Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas: Petition of certltin peti
tioners for the increase of pemlion for the veterans of the Civil 
War and their widows; to the Committee on Pensions. 

4574. By Mr. ZIHLMAN: Petition of citizens of Cumberland, 
Md., urging immediate action and support of the Civil War 
pension increase bill, granting relief to needy and suffering vet
erans and their widOWf3 ; to the Commlttce on Invalid Pensions. 

4575. Also, petition of citizens of Cumberland, Md., urging 
immediate action and support of the Civil War pension increase 
bill, granting relief to needy and suffering veterans · and their 
widows ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

SENATE 
1\lloNDAY, J anua1:; 10, 19[2'7 

The Chnplniu, Rev. J. J. Muir, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 

Gracious Father, Thou hast permitted us to see the opening 
of another week. 'Ve thank Thee for Thy mercy, and we would 
accept from Thee all the guidance of Thy grace, and what
ever comes up in the matter of duty do grant unto us such a 
consciousness of Thy nearness that it will be a high privilege 
to do Thy will in all lines of responsibility. Hear us ; help us ; 
and so guide our thoughtR th1·ough the day and throu~h the 
week that they may be for Thy glory. We ask in Jesus' 
name. Amen. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the pro
ceedings of Saturday last when, on request of 1\:lr. CURTis and 
by unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with 
and the Journal was approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A messG.t,ae from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Halti
gan, one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills : 
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